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The following account of the rise, progress, and 
development of Unsound Doctrine in Manchester 
Meeting, has been compiled with much care and 
thought ; and with an anxious desire that in no case 
should the simple facts be either distorted or over- 
strained. 

Its moderation, I trust, will be apparent to all. 
The time, however, does seem to have fully come 
I for Friends of this large Quarterly Meeting, and, 
f indeed, for well-concerned Friends everywhere, to 
I understand clearly the important points at issue. 
These, I believe, will be more fully comprehended 
from a simple Narrative of the various incidents of 
the " Crisis," than by any arguments of my own, or 
of any other Friend. Let the facts speak for them- 
selves ; and I am persuaded they will demonstrate 
how wide is the difference that separates the old from 
r the new ; the sound from the unsound ; the " Gospel 
f Christ" from this modern " Light and Liberty!" 



The whole of that portion of this Narrative which 
precedes the occurrence of the last Yearly Meeting 
was written several months ago, and was forwarded 
to a few Friends for private perusal. One of these, 
a pillar in the Church, whose emphatic testimony to 
the Truth will be long remembered, has since been 
taken from amongst us. His clear judgment on this 
subject will, I am convinced, commend itself to 
Friends, 

From a letter he wrote to me, in returning the 
manuscript after perusal— two months only before 
his decease — I may be permitted to make the follow- 
ing extract : — 

"East Mount, 
" Darlington, sth Mo. 13TH, 1868. 

"My dear Friend, 

" Frederick Cooper. 

* * + "I have had considerable infor- 
mation upon the state of things in Manchester from 
several dear old Friends, and I accept thy state- 
ment in accordance therewith, as a clear, correct, 
and connected elucidation of the position of affairs. 

" There is no doubt with me as to the fact, that 
these sentiments publicly broached tend to the intro- 
duction of soul-destroying unbelief, and present with 
eternal misery ; and it will be a great relief to many 
if the subject come rightly and solidly before the 
Yearly Meeting. * * * 

" Thy assured Friend, 

" John Pease," 




I have divided the Narrative into three parts. 
Part First contains a connected account of the 
early history of this movement; of the disputations 
on religious subjects at the " Institute," and their 
fuller development in the Meeting at large ; the ap- 
pointment of a Quarterly Meeting's Committee, and 
its subsequent course of action, down to the Spring 
Quarterly Meeting in Manchester. 

Part Second opens with a Report (taken in ex- 
ienso from the British Friend) of the discussion in 
the Yearly Meeting on this subject; and narrates 
the equally memorable one at our Quarterly Meeting 
at Lancaster, in sixth month last, when two members 
of the Committee tendered the resignation of their 
appointment. It also includes the Report of the 
Committee presented to the Quarterly Meeting held 
at Liverpool, in ninth month last, as well as tlie 
important discussion which then took place. 

In Part Third I have given extracts from the 
published pamphlets of David Duncan and Joseph 
B. FoRSTER ; and in contrast to tliem, I have quoted 
in the same section the testimonies of our Forefathers 
to the truth of the Gospel which they preached, and 
for which they so nobly suffered ; especially those 
relating to the " Holy Scriptures," and to the " Deity 
and Atonement of Christ." These quotations have 
been principally taken from " Evan's Exposition of 
the Faith of Friends." 



I cannot doubt that the perusal of these pages, 
which I commit to the press in compliance with the 
earnest desire of some valued Friends, will enable 
the members of our religious Society to form a true 
estimate of the vast importance of the issue, as it 
affects the welfare both of Manchester Meeting, and 
the Church at large. 

No one acquainted with that Meeting will deny 
that its condition is both a painful and a critical 
one: — its discipline confessedly In abeyance; the 
status of its Elders and Overseers most seriously 
compromised ; one of its members under an official 
charge of " unsoundness " which has never been with- 
drawn ; — all producing a feeling of distrust and 
dissatisfaction, in which it behoves every member 
to be doubly watchful over his own spirit, lest he 
contribute to that root of bitterness which has sprung 
up amongst us (and I fear grown also), and which, I 
believe to be the natural result of dis-unity, from 
which "it must needs be, that offences come." 

Into a criticism of the action of the Quarterly 
Meeting's Committee I forbear here to enter; my 
views on that subject I gave In their presence at the 
last Quarterly Meeting (see page 36), and the events 
that have subsequently transpired have tended to 
confirm my opinion. 

Here I leave the matter to the judgment of the 
Church : that judgment, I trust, will be calm and 
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impartial. For myself, I may say, I believe It will 
be conceded by most, if not all, who read these 
pages — even by those whose opinions, as to the proper 
remedy, may widely differ from my own — that I have 
endeavoured studiously to avoid everything like re- 
proach—anything that could in any wise offend! 

But, let the members of the Church, in weighing 
the serious questions at issue, above all, bear in 
mind (as a valued Friend says in writing to me oa 
this subject) that — " One of the functions of a Chris- 
tian Church is to be a witness of the truth of God: 
in this all the members must either actively or 
passively harmonize. Any member who opposes 
this truth, by that very act cuts himself off. The idea 
of any breach of liberty is altogether fallacious. 
To profess Christianity is a purely voluntary act; 
no one is obliged to be a Christian ! But every 
Christian is, by the obligations of that voluntary pro- 
fession, bound by the authority of Christ and His 
Apostles!" 

We have no right to compel a man to be a Chris- 
tian — to accord with our views of the Truth, or to 
see "eye to eye" with us. I would judge no man, 
and therefore what Is here written, has been compiled 
as a simple narrative of incidents as they have arisen, 
and as they bear on the vital interests of the Church. 

The right of private judgment, and the right of 
every man to hold and propagate his own opinions 
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would never be challenged by me ; but if members 
of a Church publish and proclaim views which are 
officially and publicly stated to the Church as at 
variance with its fundamental doctrines, whilst they 
claim that they are in unity with them, surely such 
essential differences should be fairly investigated, even 
in deference to these Friends themselves. 

And no one asks for more! 

Can it be supposed that such an investigation 
among Friends would not be conducted with all that 
charity, forbearance, and kindly feeling, for which 
they have been generally distinguished ? 

And if in the course of a calm and dispassionate 
enquiry, these Friends felt they had been in error, 
or their views misunderstood, who amongst us would 
not rejoice to know that the way was open for them, 
freely and honourably to set themselves right ? 
Whilst at the same time, in the essential truths of 
the Gospel of Christ, as ever held ly Friends^ not a 
few, especially amongst our younger members, would 
find their Faith afresh confirmed. 

Thus we may all become increasingly "of one 
accord, of one mind'* — " maintaining the unity of the 
Spirit, in the bond of peace ! " 

Frederick Cooper. 

Bay Cottage, Northenden, 

Cheshire, 1st mo., 1869, 
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IN endeavouring-, as briefly as is consistent with 
the object I have in view, viz., to write a clear 
and concise statement of the rise and progress of the 
present crisis in Manchester Meeting, it will be 
my desire to keep as clear as possible of all person- 
alities, and to state nothing which can by possibility 
be called in question, as to its entire truthfulness. 

It will be conceded by all, I beheve, who are in 
any way acquainted with the facts of the case, that 
they are such as call in an especial manner for the 
most serious consideration. And, as in skilful sur- 
gery, a sound and clear diagnosis of the disease is 
absolutely essentia! to its judicious treatment, so In 
the diseases of the Spiritual Body, it is beyond all 
question necessary, before we can recover the 
healthy vitality of the Church, that we should under- 
stand its disease ; watch the development of the 
symptoms; probe its wounds to the bottom; and then, 
under the guidance of the Great Physician, such 
measures may be taken as will result in the cure of 
its wounds, and the restoration of vital action. 

Now the simple history of the disease that at 
present seriously affects the health of Manchester 
Meeting, may be stated as follows : — 

We have for some years past had amongst our 
members, men in the prime of life, who, with 



considerable attention to reading and the cultivation 
of their intellectual powers, have developed a love 
for debate and discussion, for which the " Friends' In- , 
stitute " has proved an arena adapted for the occasions 
they desired. There cannot, however, be a doubt 
in the mind of any Friend, connected (as the writer 
was) with the first establishment of the Institute in | 
Manchester, that it was quite contrary to the intentions ] 
of its founders that it should be allowed in any way to i 
minister to public religious disputation. 

It was originally designed with the hope that it > 
might prove a congenial place of resort for the , 
large number of young people belonging to 
Manchester Meeting; offering them opportunities of ; 
pleasant social intercourse, from which, in a lai^e 
city, they would otherwise have been debarred. 

This was the primary intention of its founders, 
and this was the kindly object with which our late 
dear friend, Thomas Binyon, threw all his influence 
into its promotion. 

Theological discussion and polemical controversy | 
were utterly foreign to these designs, and yet the i 
Committee of the Institute found themselves quite , 
unable to prevent the evil, which gradually but with I 
certain steps advanced its sway, largely influencing j 
the religious opinions of many of our members, 
especially those of the younger class. ' 

One of the first indications of this was shown I 
seven years ago, in the introduction (against 
the urgent remonstrances of many well concerned 
Friends) of books of a very hurtful tendency, ' 
especially some of the works of Colenso ; the 
" Essays and Reviews ;" and other books of the 
same description. 

This was soon followed by the reading of papers 
either directly or indirectly bearing upon these | 
religious controversies ; and even when there might i 
be little that was objectionable in the papers them- ■ 
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RELIGIOUS DISCUSSIONS AT INSTITUTE. 



es, the discussions that followed, often indicated 
but too certainly that sceptical opinions had been 
imbibed from the works above alluded to, and 
others of a similar character. Nor did the evil end 
here, for some of the Essays of this kind that were 
read, found such acceptance that they were printed 
and ■pwhWshed" 3y re^teesi," and extensively circulated 
by some of the leading members. 

The evil consequences of these proceedings be- 
came so apparent two years ago, that a very 
strenuous effort was made to restrain them, and 
to exclude by resolution of a Special Meeting of 
the Subscribers, all religious discussions from the 
Institute. 

This effort, however, was unsuccessful, being de- 
feated by a considerable majority on being put to 
the vote; the result was, that many Friends felt they 
could not conscientiously continue their membership 
in the Institute, whilst these objectionable practices 
were allowed and encouraged. This, however, did 
not discourage the movement; religious controversy 
continued ; opinions growing, if possible, still more 
ultra and extreme, as may be judged from the fact 
that on one of these occasions, a Friend (Charles 
Thompson) whose previous standing gave him con- 
siderable influence, publicly stated his belief, " that 
the religious teachings at this Institute were of 
decidedly more value than what we heard over 
the way," i.e. at the Meeting House. And when 
Friends from a distance, concerned for the Truth, 
and desirous of counteracting the spreading evil, 
have endeavoured to introduce sound and Christian 
sentiments, instead of meeting with the reception 
they had hoped for, they have been met with the 
most determined opposition, and many have been 
deeply pained at the strength and vigour, with 
which erroneous views have been upheld and 
vindicated in Manchester. 



DISCUSSION AT T. HODGKIN S tECTURE. 



Their further progress was developed in an 
extraordinary degree, at a discussion which en- 
sued after the reading of a paper by Thomas 
HoDGKiN, on the evening of sixth day, the 3rd of 
ist month, 1868, probably written in some degree 
to counteract the views of Joseph B. Forster, in 
his pamphlet on " Liberty." Its scope was to show 
that whilst there should, under the Gospel dispen- 
sation, be full Christian liberty accorded to individuals 
as between the soul of man and his Maker, there was 
at the same time a right limit which a Christian 
Body must lay down as to its essentia! doctrines 
being held by its members ; for without this, there 
could be no real unity of Work or Worship : and 
whilst allowing to all, true individual liberty, such a 
church had a right to insist upon its members not 
openly proclaiming and propagating views on es- 
sential points opposed to its well known Principles 
and Doctrines. 

On this occasion, some notes and memoranda 
were made by myself, the correctness of which 
many Friends who were also present, are prepared to 
substantiate, which will give a very clear illustration 
of the extent to which this perversion of sound 
doctrine had grown ; from these I make the fol- 
lowing extracts : — 

" David Duncan, after alluding to the way in 
which the Christian Church was divided as to what 
were essentials in doctrine — instancing the fact that 
the ordinances which Friends do not observe, were 
still thought to be most essential, by men of such 
widely divergent views as the BiSHor of Oxford, 
Hugh Stowell, Dr. McLeod, and Dr. Vaughan^ 
spoke of the Scriptures and what is called their 
' Divine Authority.' 

" On this point he said — We are now experiencing 
the reaction that is inevitable from the over-strained 
estimate which has been placed upon them by the 
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Evangelical party especially. This was what George 
Fox testified against, and, notwithstanding that the 
Bible was in his day — in a way we can now scarcely 
comprehend, the charter of freedom, yet he, (George 
Fox,) did not hesitate to denounce the high preten- 
sions claimed for the Scriptures, as an authority and 
communication direct from God. George Fox said 
in effect that God's communications in the Bible can 
only command assent or reverence from us, in so 
far as they agree to the Witness in man. 

"Now as to many things the Scriptures tell us, it is 
impossible they can command our asse?ii ; and I tell you 
distinctly that if you mean to set up as a God to be 
worshipped- — that God of whom in your Scriptures 
statements are made which shock every moral sense 
within me — then I say you will fail to have him so 
worshipped by us ! * 

" There is another reaction consequent upon the 
one-sided way in which you have always asserted 
doctrines respecting Christ himself You have so 
continuously represented him as a Divinity that 
you seem to have put aside his humanity altogether. 
For my part, I love to look at him in his life and 
works, as a Man — speaking, feeling, and acting as we 
do. True, he is spoken of as the Son of God — but 
we are all Sons of God !" 

" After William Irwin had pointedly protested 
against the expressions used and the principles just 
enunciated, and defended our views on the Atone- 
ment and Deity of our Lord," 

" Godfrey Woodhead rose and queried with D. 
Duncan as to whether he had correctly understood 
him? pointing out the inevitable inference to be 
drawn from his language by which we were put on 
an equality with Christ." 

• The remarkable unison of these exprewions of David DUKCiN'* with 
his larillnt and fitblishcd views, will be clearly seen by reference to quotations 
from the latter given in Part III 
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"D. D. repeated that he had always been led to 
believe that we were the 'Sons of God;' and said 
nothing either to negative or qualify the inference 
thus drawn, but he went on warmly to resent, as he 
said, the right of G. W. to sit in judgment on his 
conscience, or infringe on his liberty of thought or 
speech. To my own master, he added, I stand 
or fall, and you need not wonder at your low 
condition as a Church so long as you have amongst 
you a man with an ill-educated, narrow, and illogical 
mind, professing to preach the glorious gospel." 

" Charles Thomp.son followed, saying that his 
dear Friend D.D. had so 'thoroughly exhausted the 
subject,' that there was only one point on which he 
would say a few words. He felt bound to say that he 
thought far too much had been made of what was 
called the divine atithority of Scripture, Now his 
opinion was that everything that was good, was of 
divine authority. It was by divine authority that 
John Woolman condemned Slavery when all the 
churches of Christendom supported it ; and he 
believed that in these things we were not to stand 
still, for there was as large, or even a larger, amount 
of divine autltority 3X\A outpouring of the Spirit wijiy 
than there was in the days when the Scriptures 
were written. It was the Spirit, not the words, that 
were of value — words were merely the vehicle or 
machinery, to which no importance was to be at- 
tached." 

It was a significant and painful circumstance to 
note that there was a large amount of visible unity 
■with, and acceptance of, the sentiments of D.D. and 
C. T., and very considerable applause — particularly 
among the young men. 

" Joseph Atkinson followed in a severe criticism 
of the paper read, which, he said, would have been 
more appropriately entitled Christian Slavery than 
Christian Liberty; for the views propounded certainly 
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I liberty of thought to individuals without 
exposing them to excommunication ! The Lecturer 
would never have come there to read such a paper 
had he known his audience better. He could tell 
him that nothing but sound argument would convince 
liere: 25 years ago the Lecturer's views might have 
gone down, but now — thanks to D. Duncan, Joseph 
FoRSTER, and others^ Manchester Meeting was al- 
together changed ; and if any such thing as the 
Lecturer hinted at, were tried here, it would 
signally fail ! 

"Many things had been quoted as the sayings of 
George Fox. especially his Letter to the Governor of 
Barbadoes, but George Fox," said he, "is nothing to 
me- — he was only an ignorant man — and even he 
defended Slavery in this Address!" 

" Robert Levitt expressed his approval of the 
views stated by Joseph Forster in his pamphlet on 
' Liberty,' which he believed simply expressed 
'Friends' Principles!'" 

Whilst this was the state of things at the In- 
stitute, the meeting itself felt its influence, and 
the tone of opinion, which now so largely obtained 
amongst our members, was shown by a censorious 
criticism of the Ministry, to an extent, I believe, 
quite unparalleled at any former period. Anything 
that was thought to be tinged with an " Evangelical" 
character,, was especially obnoxious, and strongly 
reprobated as " unsound and unsuitable for Friends' 
meetings." Nor did these views lack public ad- 
vocacy, even in meetings for worship — two, if not 
three, who hold them, having frequently appeared 
preaching this "other gospel." And it may be 
readily inferred, that if these things were thus de- 
eloped in meetings for worship, our meetings 
\c discipline were sensibly influenced by the 
flven and spirit of these teachings. 
Individual freedom of thought (which really meant 
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lueuse to an uncontrolled extent,) was strongly in- 
sisted on, and on every occasion that offered, 
whether " in season or out of season," their views 
were publicly advanced, and pressed upon the at- 
tention of Friends, One notable instance of this 
will be in the recollection of many, when, three or 
four years ago, the Yearly Meeting's Committee 
was here. 

By a singular coincidence, the Monthly Meeting' 
which occurred in usual course a few days after 
the remarkable discussion at the Institute, narrated 
i in pages 4, 5, 6, and 7, was drawn into a memorable 
debate on llic Report of a Committee which had 
been appointed as usual at the beginning of the 
year to consider and report on the names of suit- 
able I'Vicnds for Clerk and Assistant Clerk to the 
Monthly Meeting for the ensuing year. One of 
these was, until first month last, Assistant Clerk to 
the Monthly Meeting, but being considered un-, 
sound, and having been spoken to by Elders on the' 
subject, he was thought unsuitable to be proposed,. 
as in ordinary course. Clerk to the Monthly Meeting,. 
or continued as Assistant Clerk. 

The Report suggested the continuance in office 
of the Clerk (George Harrison), and the appoint- 
ment of a /resk Assistant Clerk: this, however, 
was strenuously resisted— not only by Friends who 
sympathised with the Assistant Clerk — one of whom 
{Charles Thompson) said there was an evident 
attempt being made to "taboo" some of the best 
Friends in the meeting — but also by some, who, 
from a very opposite reason, objected that opinions 
on religious subjects, such as were known to be 
held by the Assistant Clerk and others, were of so 
seriously unsound a character, as to call for more open 
andflSf'rff^dealingon the part of the Monthly Meeting, 
than merely by indirectly removing him from thi 
table. 

John Edmondson, the Assistant Clerk, honestly] 
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expressed from the desk his views in nearly the 

following words : — 

" He doubted the reality of Miracles as recorded 
in the ' Book' — as he could not believe that the 
Almighty ever contravened his own laws by 
which he governs the universe — neither did he 
think it was essential for a man to believe in 
Miracles, in order to secure his own salvation." 
This declaration drew from Joseph Buckley, the 
oldest recorded Minister in this Quarterly Meeting, 
an emphatic expression, " that the views just enun- 
ciated were certainly such as were quite inconsistent 
with the acknowledged doctrines of the Society of 
Friends." 

We had now reached such a crisis, that the Elders 
felt they could no longer deal single handed with 
it, and therefore resolved, though unofficially, to ask 
for the help of the Quarterly Meeting. Accordingly 
at the Quarterly Meeting held at Manchester in 
first month last, one of the Elders requested the 
appointment of a Committee to visit Hardshaw East 
Monthly Meeting " in a case of difficulty." The pro- 
position met with a remarkable, a united, and a 
most strenuous resistance on the part of those 
Friends of Manchester Meeting who sympathised 
to a greater or less extent with these Friends 
and their views — as well as from some, who pre- 
dicted nothing but disaster and division as likely 
to result from the appointment. It was fur- 
ther alleged that there was nothing in the state of 
the meeting itself to justify such interference ; and 
indeed it may well be doubted whether anything 
so impressed the Quarterly Meeting with the 7uces- 
sity of granting a Committee to help its subordinate 
meeting, as this strong and determined opposition, 
and the state of feeling which was thus disclosed. 
A Committee of seven Friends was ultimately 
^appointed, viz., William Ecroyp, Samuel Jesper, 




committees course of psocedi 

Thomas Emmott, William Edward Turner, Wm.v^ 
Thistlethwaite. Josiah Thompson, and William?''^^ 
Satterthwaite of Lancaster, who entered on their^^^' 
duties by attending our next Monthly Meeting- ^^^ 
held at Manchester, in second month, and which*"*- 
was unusually large. On this occasion, our Friend;.* <^i 
sat with us without taking any active part in th^**^^ 
discipline; but a discussion was raised by Charles . 
Thompson (who in the Quarterly Meeting hac^^S 
strongly opposed their appointment,) by his "ow*^J' 
objecting to their names, as a Committee, beingj^**! 
recorded in the Monthly Meeting's books. He alsoF 
strongly pressed for some declaration from thej 
Committee as to what their course of procedure wad 
intended to be, but without eliciting any precisa 
response. ! 

The declaration of William Thistlethwaite J 
however, who on this as on many subsequent oa 
sions, seemed to answer for the Committee, 
important, as indicating what has subsequently 
proved to be a sad failure in appreciating the reaf 
and definite object of their appointment. j 

He assured Friends of Manchester, "that thJ 
Committee had come amongst them in much sim¥ 
plicity, with no particular service in view. Thejf 
desired simply to sit down with their Friends, antf 
if any little service should arise, they trusted thej"*^ j 
might be enabled to perform it" — thus evincing, as a J 
Friend stated in the meeting, a total misappre-f**- * 
hension of the important service for which thejT 
were appointed. 

It was agreed, in deference to the expressed wist| 
of some Friends, that our next Monthly MeetinJ 
should be held at Manchester instead of (as in usuar' 
course) at Warrington. 

At this Monthly Meeting in third month- 
which all the Members of the Committee wer^ 
again present, and a very large number ot. 



Friends — the Overseers of Manchester Meeting re- 
torted the case of David Duncan " as holding 
nsound doctrine, contrary to the truths of Holy 
" TJpture, and to the acknowledged doctrines of the 
ciety." 

\fter this statement was made, a long dis- 
sion ensued, opened by Charles Thompson, who 
"ongly urged the meeting not to take up the case 
I all ; as, if such proceedings were commenced, we 
Jould be virtually establishing amongst us an " In- 
■isition," and "we could not tell who might be the 
ixtcharged, orwhere it would end." Many Friends 
Slowed on the same side, using similar argu- 
Vnts, though more than one warmly retorted upon 
i " ministry heard from our gallery from week to 
^^ sk," which, they said, " was quite as unsound or 
|rv» }>wre so, than anything which was held or pro- 
; pagated by David Duncan." 

; There was a large amount of recrimination of 
this character introduced by those who objected 
altogether to these proceedings. One Friend, went 
. so far as to threaten, that " if a Committee were 
] appointed, he would certainly bring before it the 
■ unsoundness of our recorded Ministers, and have 
' that enquired into." 

' On the other hand, a great number of Friends, 
t including many of our older members, and most of 
I .those in the station of Minister or Elder, as well as 
j some members of the Committee, expressed their 
l|jhope that a Committee of the Monthly Meeting 
i 1 would be appointed, urging that it was absolutely 
y.vtaimicnt upon the Monthly Meeting to take such a 
" jltep after a case was so reported by the Overseers, 
apthers urged that it might have been supposed even 
k\ the interest of David Duncan himself — that 
laving been openly and officially charged with 
isound doctrine — he and his Friends would rather 
_ave courted than opposed an investigation. 
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FAILURE OF THE DISCIPLINE. 



However, when the Clerk came to sum up the 

judgment of the meeting, he said, to the great I 
astonishment of many Friends, that 

"Although he had not counted heads, yet opinion 
was so evenly balanced, that it was his judgment 
the meeting was not prepared for the appoint- 
ment of any Committee." 
The following Friends* spoke for and against th& 
appointment : — 



William Ecro>-d 
Samuel Jesper 
Josiah Thompson 
William Thisllethwaite 
Wiliiim Edwajrd Tiimer 
Joseph Bnckley 
Godfrey Woodhead 
R. H. Southall 
Samuel Evens 
Josiah Merrick 
Shipley Neavs 
Jolm NodiU 
James Hodgkinson 
William Wmward 
Geoige Robinson 
Thomas Carrick 
William Neild 
William Irwin 
David Burton 
Frederick Cooper 
John Hargrave 



Thomi 



Har 



njur 



Charles Thompson 
Joseph Atkinson 
" William King 
Robert Levitt 

Henry Thorp 
John Collins 
WilUam Hin 
John Hodgson 
John Mason 
lames Bry« 
James Fellows 
WiUiam Simpson 
Alfred Simpson 
Thomas Hodgson 
William Jackson 
George Withy 
John King, Jun. 
William Clarke 
Alexander Morris 
F. Clarbour 
William Satterlhwaite 

(of Manchester.) 



William Brockbank 
Alfred Brayshaw 
Joseph H King 
Walter Morris 
George Rooke 
J. H. Neave 



Many Friends openly expressed their surprise ^ 
uch a decision from the desk, and subsequentl; 
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it down the names of the Friends who spoke on 
proposition. The preceding list, carefully collated 

im several distinct accounts, and since printed, 

lows clearly on which side the weight of judg- 
ment rested ; though at the same time it should be 
distinctly understood that not a few of those who 
thus opposed the appointment, would disclaim any 
sympathy with the unsound doctrines in question. 

At the close of the meeting, in response to the 

Isual enquiry as to whether any Friend had anything 
3 lay before it. 
" Charles Thompson rose and said he thought the 
time was fully come — especially after the pro- 
ceedings of that day, for us to consider whether 
I a Committee should not be appointed to report 
I as to what alterations should be made in the list 
1 of Friends who held the office of Elder, as he 
I considered the last appointment a most unsatis- 
I factory one. He would not disguise his belief, 
that the action of our present Elders had 
been most mischievous, nor would he hesitate to 
say further, that, in his judgment, our Select 
Meeting was an unmixed evil.'" 
But little discussion followed this proposal, as the 
meeting was evidently not prepared to go into 
the question. 

At the following Monthly Meeting, held at Man- 
lester, on the 9th of 4th month, at which five 
imbers of the Committee were present, nothing 
inspired on the subject of their appointment until 
consideration of the answers to the Queries came 

iOn the second query relative to Love, in reference 
1 which there had been a long discussion in the 
feparative Meeting, it was admitted on all hands, 
bit though there might be no actual " breach of love 
itween Friends," — yet it could by no means be said 
kt there was amongst us that cordial unity and 



EXCEPTION IN SEVENTH QUERY. 

Christian fellowship which is doubtless impHed in th ^ 
comprehensive term " love," in the query ; and ther& ^ 
fore, whilst sending a tolerably clear answer as to direc^^ 
exceptions^ it was agreed to append a note that "mor^ ^ 
care is needed as to the requirements of this impor- | 
tant query." I 

Upon the answer to the 7th query, a very impor- 
tant point was raised by William Irwin, as to the 
carrying out of the dicipline " timely, impartially, and 
in a christian spirit." 

In the long discussion which ensued itwasconclu- 
sivelydemonstrated that after the failure of Hardshaw 
East Monthly Meeting to carry out the discipline in 
the case of " unsoundness" reported in third month 
it could not be maintained in truth that there was ; 
" timely administration" of the discipline. 

This view of the subject was united in by man; 
Friends, and eventually the Monthly Meeting- agreei 
that the word timely must be struck out of thi 
answer, which was accordingly done. 

At the close of the sitting, a discussion arose 01 
the state of the meeting in relation to the serious dif- 
ferences of doctrine so manifest in it. 

"William Thistlethwaite took advantage 
the opportunity thus afforded to make some remark; 
on the subject nearly as follows : — He spoke of wha 
he had observed during the three months that he ha^ 
been sitting amongst us as one of the Committee, an^ 
the result of those observations he felt it incumben 
upon him to state to Friends. ' My deliberate judg 
ment,' he said, 'is, that you, the Friends of Mancheste 
Meeting, have far more to fear from your strifes, you. 
divisions, and your disputations, \}Ks.-i\ from any erra; 
in doctrine.' " 

" This extraordinary statement was at once replic' 
to by some Friends, who pointed out that W. T. w? 
really putting the e^ect for the cause, and vice vers 
for it was since these sad errors in doctrine h; 

1 



sprung up and flourished amongst us, and as a 

direct consequence of them, that " strifes and 
divisions" had occurred ; and it was impossible to 
remove the latter, until this heresy as the cause of 
them, was boldly grappled with. 

It was a great rehef to many, that another member 
of the Committee, 

" Samuel Jesper, under deep concern, made the 
following observations: — However desirous he 
might be, of seeing unity and fellowship in the 

I Church, he felt, in this serious crisis, that the 
words of the Most High by his prophet were 
especially needful to be remembered as a watch- 
word by us all — ' They have healed also the 
hurtof the daughter of my people slightly, saying, 
peace, peace ; when there is no peace ;' adding, 
'the testimony to the precious truth must not be 
compromised.' " 
This evident difference of judgment between pro- 
minent members of the Quarterly Meeting's Com- 
mittee did not surprise those Friends who had closely 
watched its course ; as, instead of endeavouring, in 
conjunction with the Monthly Meeting, to uphold 
the discipline, and defend the Truth, they appeared 
now to look on a mere " restoration to harmony" as 
the great desideratum. 

It was, I believe, a godly jealousy that drew from 
some Friends in this important sitting, rather strong 
observations on the necessity of our standing for the 
truth, and contending for " the Faith once delivered 
to the saints." 

At the Quarterly Meeting held at Manchester, on 
the 1 6th and 17th of 4th month, these matters came 
before the meetings in the same way as in the 
Monthly Meeting, on the answers to the 2nd and 
7th queries. As to the omission of the word 
" tiffiely" from the answer, it was agreed on all 
lands, after a full discussion of the subject, that it 
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1 6 QUARTERLY MEETING IN FOURTH MONTH. 

must go forward to the Yearly Meeting as a sped 

exception, explicitly stating that " one of our largi 
meetings has omitted the word timely from i 
answer." 

Oswald Baynes desired that before we passed fra 
this important query and answer, the Report of tl 
Quarterly Meeting's Committee on the case of Han 
shaw East Monthly Meeting might be read, so th 
the meeting might have the whole subject under i 
consideration. 

It was, however, suggested that it was best not ' 
forestall the regular reading of the minutes whii 
would bring up the Report in due course. When, hoi 
ever, shortly afterwards, this was done, and 01 
Friend O. B. essayed to open his mind on the who 
subject, he was met by such a clamour on the pa 
of these Friends as to the advisability of simp 
adopting the short Report of the Committee, that ] 
was compelied to sit down, though one or tfl 
Friends strongly protested against such interfereni 
with the freedom of expression. 

The Report of the Committee was very shoi 
simply stating that matters of a grave character wa 
under care, and recognising the existence of a ve 
grave crisis in Manchester, which was " a serio 
cause of uneasiness." 

Though it was the judgment of many, soi 
expressed, and much more unexpressed, that mc 
strength was needed in that Committee, yet as 
Committee themselves did not ask for it, 
way for the Quarterly Meeting to intervene did 
seem to open. " There was evidently, however, gn 
anxiety amongst the well concerned Friends of t 
Quarterly Meeting, that the Yearly Meeting mi} 
assist us by sending down a Committee of sou 
and impartial Friends. 

The nomination of Representatives to London v 
generally felt to be very unsatisfactory, no less tl 
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pour of the active sympathisers with these views, 
[or with those holding them, being nominated by 
'their friends, one after another — and three of them 
accepted the appointment. A strong effort was made 
to arrest the appointment of Charles Thompson, he 
being objected to by WilHam Irwin, who stated as 
the ground of his objection, " that from the part 
Charles Thompson had taken in the Monthly Meeting 
of Hardshaw East, in its endeavour to deal with the 
unsoundness in Manchester Meeting, he could not 
see how he could represent this Quarterly Meeting." 

Several Friends, sympathising with this view, gave 
expression to a hope that Charles Thompson would 
withdraw his name. 

The rule with regard to the appointment of Re- 
presentatives to the Yearly Meeting, as it stood in 
the Book of Extracts previous to the last revision, 
was quoted by Samuel Jesper and others, as to send- 
ing Friends " sound in the Faith ;" but after a long 
discussion, the names were allowed to pass. 
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THE YEARLY MEETING. 



STATE OF MANCHESTER MEETING. 

Of the proceedings of the Yearly Meeting in thij 
important matter, I do not propose to give an; 
account on my own authority. Not being mysel 
present, I could only speak from the reports 
others, and such a statement might be objected t^ 
as partial, one-sided, or mere "hearsay." I therefor! 
here insert the detailed account of the discussion oi 
Manchester Meeting, which appeared in the Britis\ 
Friend^ also the summary from the pen of Fieldei 
Thorp, in Friends Examiner, of 7th Month, 186I 
from which will be gathered the importance that ev: 
dently attached to the subject, as well as the gravitj 
with which it was regarded by Friends generally. 

From the British Friend: — 

Fifth-day morning, 21st 0/ ^th Mo. — Met at te^ 
o'clock. Proceeded with the remaining answei 
to the queries. In the Answers from Lancashin 
there was an exception as to to the timely exercij 
of the discipline. This led to a long and vei 
serious deliberation on the condition of Manchestel 
Meeting. 

Josiah Forster introduced the subject with muc' 
feeling, saying that there was one important part < 
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mdition of Quarterly Meetings which may not 
le elicited, and may not necessarily appear, from the 
Answers to the Queries, namely, its state as to 
soundness of Christian doctrine, yea or nay. Per- 
haps no change in the Queries is needed. But it is a 
sierious reflection that a Friend may be almost out of 
order in adverting even to a matter of public notoriety. 
J. F. expressed his love for his dear Lancashire 
Friends, whom he had often visited, and so many of 
'|Om he knew personally ; but he, nevertheless, had 
leved it his duty, on the occasion of his last visit 
t county, to express to some few Friends his 
_ ive apprehensions respecting the unsound doc- 
trines which are known to be entertained by some 
of the members of a large meeting within its borders. 
He thought this subject should now claim the atten- 
tion of the Yearly Meeting. At the close of a long 
life, he had increasingly felt how essential It was that 
the Society should maintain sound doctrine. 

The Clerk now enquired whether the representa- 
_9S tives from Lancashire had any communications to 
'•J fliake on this subject. 

-M William Ecrovd replied, that :.t Lancashire Quar- 
y.'^rly Meeting, In first month last, a Friend thought 
F ■** hiis duty to state that circumstances of a painful 
lature existed in one of the Monthly Meetings. In 
^*^ resequence of this representation a Committee of 
5^'V'en Friends was appointed to take up the matter. 
~>-« ^ing the three months Intervening before the next 
W»-i3.rterly Meeting, this CommUtee met the Friends 
^* ^Vlanchester several times, and presented a short 
^^F**^rt, which was acceptable to the Quarterly 
^^^ting. The Committee was continued to have 
^ Subject under care. 

^V^iLLiAM Irwin (also a representative from 
iri<2ashire,) expressed his dissatisfaction with the 
*-t.^nient given by W. Ecroyd. He said that the 
^ri^mittee was divided in its views on this case. He 
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hoped the Yearly Meeting would take up the 
question, so that " this serious heresy" might 
rightly dealt with. 

JosiAH FoRSTER Said he understood that the 
Friends on this appointment were unable to main' 
tain their due position as a Quarterly Meeting's 
Committee.- 

Isaac Brown thought it would not be right ; 
present for the Yearly Meeting to interfere, a£ 
Lancashire Quarterly Meeting had continued the 
matter under the care of its own Committee, in whicl 
it still had confidence. 

William Ball thought it quite right that th( 
subject should claim the notice of the Yearl; 
Meeting, inasmuch as one of the largest Monthl; 
Meetings of Lancashire reported to this Yearl; 
Meeting that its discipline was not exercised "timely. 

He felt that the painful notoriety of what Iia* 
occurred at Manchester deeply affected the Christiar 
standing of this religious body. He was well satis 
fied that Josiah Forster had introduced the mattei 
here; for if he had not done so, other well concernet 
Friends would have felt constrained to do it. 

Oswald Baynes united with these remarks. 

William Thistlethwaite thought that in sucJ 
cases as this, every possible local means should b 
exhausted in dealing with difficulties before tin 
Yearly Meeting interposed. This was a very intrj 
cate, delicate, and complicated matter. He thougH 
that as the Quarterly Meeting had confidence in its 
own Committee, the Yearly Meeting should nol 
interfere as yet. 

John Hodgson (of Manchester,) united with thij 
view. The local Committee was becoming bett 
acquainted with the real facts of the case than at firi 
They could understand the case better than stranger 

Josiah Forster thought it a serious thing to we 
another twelve months, especially in considerati 
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of the religious interests of the younger Friends of 
that Quarterly Meeting, 

Charles Thompson (of Manchester,) hoped the 
matter would not be taken out of the hands of the 

' Quarterly Meeting's Committee, whose proceedings 

I he had carefully watched, and with increasing con- 
fidence. He was surprised to hear Josiah Forster 

. speak so decidedly from hearsay evidence. 

J. Veale and B. J. Candler thought it undesir- 

: able to take the matter out of the hands of the 

■ Committee. 

William Tallack united in this view. He 
J criticized C. Thompson's remark, that Josiah Forster 
rhad spoken from "hearsay evidence," for some mem- 
^liersof Manchester Meeting have publicly, and for 
] years past, issued pamphlets bearing their names, 

■ containing sentiments in opposition to the scriptural 
i views of Friends as a body, and to the general faith 
'; of Christendom. The case was one of unmistakable 

notoriety and publicity. 

I William Irwin denied that the Committee had 
;. the confidence of the Quarterly Meeting. 

Richard Fry acknowledged that he had not 

sufficient confidence in that Committee to desire 
' that the Yearly Meeting should refrain from inter- 
! fering. Unsound pamphlets had been published 
1 for years past, and nothing done till recendy, and 

the matter was not yet rectified. 

J. J. Dymond thought that the official retention 

■ of the Committee by the Lancashire Quarterly 
Meeting should be taken as the decisive conclusion 
that that Committee possessed the confidence of 
Friends in the Quarterly Meeting. 

George Thomas concurred in this view. At the 
. same time he acknowledged that it was painful that 
vthe unsound pamphlets should have been so long 
' issued. 

The discussion continued at considerable length. 
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Wm. Abbatt, H. Pease, G. Palmer, J. Davis, T. Chalk, 
C. Wilson, J. Grubb, G. Satterthwaite, J. Hopkins 
and R. Alsop, expressed a wish that the Yearl) 
Meeting should for the present leave the matter i 
the hands of the Quarterly Meetinj^'s Committee 

Alfred Lucas said he agreed on this occasiot 
with Josiah Forster's remarks, though he did no 
generally agree with him. 

John Hodgkin was not surprised that a questioij 
affecting the fundamental truths of the gospel ha( 
awakened the deep feeling of this meeting. Never 
theless, for every right concern there is a right tim( 
and a right channel. In most instances there ha 
been a satisfactory issue where the Yearly Meetin] 
has taken up questions of unsoundness in doctrini 
at the right time, and in due order of discipline 
As illustrations he recurred to the cases of Hannal"^ 
Barnard and Thomas Foster. As to the difii 
culties in Lancashire, in 1836, he was not sure bu 
those difficulties had been increased, and the con 
sequences rendered more unfavourable than the 
might have otherwise been, by the course whic 
was then taken. It is declared, "sufficient unto th 
day is the evil thereof" He believed it might \ 
added, "'sufficient unto the day is the grace thereof 
when each step of the discipline is administered i 
gospel order and with right patience, 

William Irwin did not unite with some of Joh 
Hodgkin's remarks. He repeated that the Core 
mittee was divided on this question in the proportiq 
of four to three. 

Wm. Ecroyd (as a member of that Committei 
said he was not aware that there was such disunit 
He believed a/l the Committee were united in the 
satisfaction with the report they had jointly delivere 
in to the last Quarterly Meeting. He added thi 
there was reason to hope some beneficial result h 
already ensued from the labours of this Committi 
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and from its interviews with various Friends in 
Manchester, He had derived comfort from these 
interviews, especially from those with the younger 
Friends, many of whom stated that they did not 
sympathise with the unsound views which were 
entertained by some, but that they had otiier 
reasons for appearing to shield the holders of these 
views from disciplinary action. He thought a good 
effect would be produced by the expression of the 
opinions of Friends on the question which had now 
taken place. 

John Pease, whilst approving of the recommen- 
dation to continue confidence in the Committee, and 
to proceed with patience, and in order, yet reverently 
desired that this large assembly might not leave this 
subject without a deep sense of Its solemn nature. 
It had indeed been entered upon from no mere 
" hearsay evidence," there having been publicly put 
forth statements and doctrines " the tendency of 
which is to rob us of our most cherished hopes, and 
to weaken the very foundations of our faith." When 
we feel the value of immortal souls, and particularly 
of the souls of our young Friends, we may tremble 
that such poison should be spread abroad. He 
desired that the Yearly Meeting might deal with 
this question in all patience, forbearance, and love, 
but that at the same time it should firmly uphold the 
faith which was once delivered to the saints. 

J. B. Braithwatte expressed his entire concur- 
rence with these remarks of John Pease. He 
counselled fervent prayer on behalf of the Quarterly 
Meeting of Lancashire, that it might be kept upon 
the eternal Rock, upon which a true church must ever 
abide, even the rock of faith. This faith, so inexpres- 
sibly precious, was a faith in Him who has loved us 
and given himself for us, and who is the glorified 
Head of the church. It hath pleased the Father and 
God of all that in him should all fullness dwell. 
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Grover Kemp and Wm. E. Turner expressei 

satisfaction at the remarks of the last two speakers. 

William Ball then knelt in prayer. 

J. S, Fry hoped Friends would feel that they liad 
a duty at home and in their smaller meetings in 
reference to this matter — even the duty of earnest, 
persevering prayer that the faith and truth of the 
gospel may be maintained in its purity. Yet we 
should not be over anxious in defending the truth, 
but should feel that we can safely commit the 
keeping of the Church and of his own Truth to its 
Almighty eternal Head. 

The Clerk then gave it as the decision of this 
meeting not to take the matter, at this time, out of 
the hands of the Lancashire Quarterly Meeting, but 
to leave it to their continued care and responsibility. 

Summary from the Friends' Examiner: — 

Ans. to Queries. — The first general discussion 
arose on reading those from Lancashire. Josiah 
Forster was the first to call attention to the omission 
of the word " timely" as characterising the exercise of 
the discipline in the answer to the seventh Query. 
Very lovingly and tenderly did our veteran friend 
allude to the fact that this little omission was the only 
indication likely to be furnished to the Yearly 
Meeting of the existence, as he apprehended, of 
extensive unsoundness in doctrine within one of our 
largest meetings. Whilst expressing some doubt 
whether the subject were regularly before the Yearly 
Meeting or not, he alluded to the condition of things 
in Lancashire as being, in his view, without parallel 
and wished the meeting seriously to consider whet' 
it could in any way render assistance to that Qi 
terly Meeting. The clerk, without denying 
competence of the Yearly Meeting to enter into 
subject, if it were deemed desirable, thought 



¥ should first know whether the failure in the timely 
I exercise of the discipline acknowledged by one 
Monthly Meeting had claimed the care of the Quar- 
terly Meeting. If it had. and was still under their 
care, he submitted that it was very undesirable that 
the subject should be opened out fully in the Yearly 
Meeting. A representative (Wm. Ecroyd) stated 
that the cause of difficulty was under the care of a 
Committee of Lancashire Quarterly Meeting, ap- 
pointed in First Month last, and continued at their 
meeting in the spring. Another representative (Wm. 
Irwin) maintained that the existence of this Com- 
mittee was no reason why the Yearly Meeting should 
not Interfere, inasmuch as the Committee itself was 
divided on the subject — three against four; a state- 
ment which was virtually denied by one of the 
Friends in question, Joslah Forster queried whether 
it could be said that the matter was under efficient 
care. Was it not the fact that the Committee, when 
attending Hardshaw East Monthly Meeting, failed 
in their endeavours to secure what they deemed the 
right exercise of the discipline .'* To this query, 
t)u)ttgh repeated by another Friend, no answer was 
allowed to be given. Some Friends objecting to J. 
Forster's remarks as based on hearsay, reference was 
made by others to the notoriety of the fact that 
pamphlets have been circulated, bearing the names 
of members of Manchester Meeting, containing sen- 
timents subversive of the common faith of Christen- 
dom. Oswald Baynes very feelingly expressed his 
sense of the gravity of the crisis. He feared the 
result of leaving the matter untouched for another 
year, for the sake of the young and inexperienced, 
among whom the poison was spreading. The Church 
was called upon to propagate, to uphold, to maintain, 
and. if need be, even to contend earnestly for, the 
faith once delivered to the saints. His solemn and 
weighty words produced a deep impression on the 
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meeting, and struck a chord, the echoes of which 
were heard again and again during the remainder o£ 
the discussion. Yet the current of expression waa 
by this time obviously tending towards non-inter- 
ference on the part of the Yearly Meeting; William 
Ecroyd stating that the number of those who held 
the extreme views alluded to was, in his belief, by no 
means large. Before any decision was announced, 
we heard once more our venerable friend Josiah" 
Forster. He reminded us that more than thirty 
years ago this Yearly Meeting interfered under cir- 
cumstances, as regards the order of procedure, pre- 
cisely similar to the present ; that then a Committee 
of Lancashire Quarterly Meeting was under appoint- 
ment, and that the matter was only indirectly brought 
under the notice of the Yearly Meeting; while, OQi 
the other hand, the case of difficulty then was one of 
far less gravity as regards the interests involved. 
To this John Hodgkin replied in one of his eminently 
clear, judicial summaries. He had endeavoured 
patiently to weigh what had been advanced ; to be 
swift to hear, slow to speak. There were undoubtedly 
circumstances under which questions of Church order 
and regularity of procedure must be held in abeyance: 
tJiere must be no liesitation on these grounds if tht 
truth of the Gospel be endangered. He next referred 
to the instances in which matters of faith and doctrine 
had already been dealt with by our Yearly Meetings* 
In the cases of Hannah Barnard and of Thomas 
Foster, the matter came before the meeting regularly,, 
and the issue was satisfactory to the body at large. 
In the case referred to by josiah Forster, the pro- 
ceedings were less strictly regular, and he ventured. 
to think we could scarcely look upon the issue (a- 
them with quite the same satisfaction. On thewholfi; 
while admitting the difference existing— (the meet- 
ings in Hannah Barnard's and Thomas Foster's cas^ 
merely requiring to be supported in the right exercise, 
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\ the discipline, whilst it was possible that In this 
Be the need might be for supplying their lack of 
teh exercise,) he yet inclined to the judgment that 
t were not prepared at present to appoint a Com- 
nttee, as had been proposed by Richard Fry and 
others, to assist Lancashire Quarterly Meeting. 

After this conclusion had been announced from 
the table, words of solemn counsel and warning fell 
from Josiah Forster, John Pease, J. B. Braithwaite, 
and J. S. Fry, exhorting Friends to remember the 
gravity of the matter, and to be earnest in prayer for 
the preservation and help of our fellow-members in 
Lancashire. 



I will not here comment on this discussion and 
decision further than to say, that it would have 
been a great relief to many Friends if the Yearly 
Meeting had been able to see its way to give such 
timely assistance to its subordinate meeting as in the 
judgment of many is so urgently needed. 

It does, however, seem due to Friends who, dur- 
ing that memorable discussion, were surprised and 
pained to see two of our representatives directly at 
issue on an important statement of fact, (as to whether 
the Quarterly Meeting's Committee was "united" or 
" divided" in opinion,) to state, that subsequent 
events have abundantly confirmed the statement made 
by William Irwin in the Yearly Meeting. They 
have further revealed an amount of disunity In that 
Committee, not on points of procedure only, but on 
the fundamental ground of appreciating rightly what 
is " sound doctrine" and what is heresy, as explains 
at once the cause of that halting and feebleness 
which has characterized the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee ever since its appointment. 

At our Monthly Meeting held at Manchester in 
sixth month, at which live or six members of the 
Committee were present, 
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Charles Thompson having' requested permissioi 
to say a few words, observed that we had now foi 
nearly six months past had a Committee present witl 
us at each of our Monthly Meetings. He really was 3i 
a loss to know what service they could have amongst 
us. He thought it a great burden to lay upon 
these Friends that they should have, month after 
month, to leave their own meetings and sit down with 
us. If they /lad any service amongst us he should 
be glad if they would state it openly and fully to 
the Monthly Meeting; and, if not, he hoped thq 
would ask the Quarterly Meeting to discharge thei 

William Thistletiiwaite replied, by saying- thai 
the remarks of Charles Thompson surprised him i 
good deal, as he had expressed (if he was nol 
greatly mistaken) in the Yearly Meeting very dif 
ferent sentiments. He had there stated that ht 
believed the Committee were doing a good worlq 
and he had increasing confidence in them. H< 
(William Thistlethwaite) was not prepared to say 
what their service might be, nor was that the timfl 
to go into it further, as he thought the Quarterly 
Meeting was the place for Charles Thompson 1 
bring the matter forward. 

After several Friends had spoken, 

Joseph B. Forster said he thought the subject 
was a very proper one to be named here. This 
Monthly Meeting had a right to know for what 
purpose these Friends were appointed, and why thej 
came here month after month. If they had anf 
service here let them state it. If there were uns( 
views held, let them investigate the matter. For 
himself he would say he was not afraid of such sfl 
investigation, and, if either the Monthly Meeting of 
this Committee wished to lay hold of him, he l 
quite prepared to meet them! 

No response was made to this challenge, and ih'^^^ 
meeting then proceeded with its usual business, / 
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After the Clerk had read the Minute of the pre- 
vious Quarterly Meeting, 

Oswald Ba^'nes said he believed the best interests 
of the meeting would be served if, without asking for 
reasons, the meeting could make some considerable 
addition to the Committee. 

Samuel Jesper then rose and said: — 
I feel il to be my duty to inform the Quarterly Meeting that I 
convinced that it is my right course to retire from this Com- 
mittee, and I irust this meeting will relieve me from the appoinl- 
mcni; and I believe it needful for me to state nay reasons for 
making this request. 

" I feel persuaded in my own mind, and I have been so from a 
very early period after our appointment, that the action of the 
Committee was not calculated to promote the great object in \iew, 
or to check ihe growth of unsound doctrine in Manchester Meeting, 

" I am quite convinced, Friends, that Infidelity eicists in that large 
meeting, that Infidel principles are held and promulgated by some 
under our name ; that the divine authority and truthfulness of the 
Holy Scriptures are called in question ; and that the most sacred 
doctrines of our holy religion are treated with contemptuous 
levily. And though an effort was made to check the evil by bring- 
ing one of the more prominent upholders of this heresy — for so I 
must call il — before the Monthly Meeting, and, though the 
Committee was present on that occasion, jet the attempt entirely 
&iled, as it was quite unable to obtain the appointment of a Com- 
mittee by the Monthly Meeting, so that the case might in right 
order have been fully investigated. And I find that a majority of 
my dear Friends think it right to defer indefinitely any further 
action in this way before the Monthly Meeting. I feel bound to 
;, further, that the views of the majority of the Committee, as 
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to the manner of dealing with this heresy which prevails in Mi 
Chester, has not been such as to commend itself to my judgmeni 
It has heen thought by most of my dear Friends on that Conn 
millee that our ser^-ice consisted rather in paying visits to such u 
were thought to be sympathisers in a greater or less degree with 
the Friends holding these unsound doctrines, instead of 
boldly dealing (as I believe to be necessary) laith the heresy itsdfl 

"We have been frequently reminded in the Committee of that 
beautiful chapter in the writings of the Apostle to the Gentiles, ii 
which the need of charity and love are set forth and enjoined upon 
us. Friends, I stand second to none in highly estimating tliat 
Christian virtue, yet, on the other hand, I cannot forget that tlie 
very same Apostle, in his writings, speaks of those who hold 
unsound doctrine, and of such he says, ' After the first and seconi 
admonition, reject;' and in another place he speaks in yet 
stronger terms. 

" The Aposde Peter also speaks in strong language of suchu 
privily bring in ' damnable heresies, even denying the Lord 
that bought them.' And the Apostle Jude, and the aged Aposde 
John, the beloved disciple, both speak in the strongest 
of such as thus teach unsound doctrine. Our blessed Lord 
himself also speaks emphatically on the same subject — 'He that 
hath the Son hatli life ; but he that hath not the Son is condemned 
already, because he hath not believed in the only begotten Son of 
God.' 

"In the Revelations also, we find, I think, the church of Sardii 
ajid two of iheotherchurches, warned against unsound doctrine. All 
these passages tend to show, that as regards heresy in the church, 
there is to be no compromise — no delay ; but that early and decided 
action is enjoined by our Lord and his Apostles. So that I fed, 
and have long felt, the serious responsibility of this state of things. 
For the young people especially, so unfavourably situated in that 
large meeting, I feel the deepest sympathy; and it is because I 
convinced that the course hitherto pursued by my dear Friends en 
this Committee is not calculated to check these evils, that I must 
ask this Quarterly Meeting to release me from this appointment. 

"In conclusion, I find there is a watchword for all of us, whif^ 
I desire finally to leave with my Friends — 'Watch ye, stand fist 
in the faith, quit you like men, be strong ! ' " 
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i Charles Thompson having asked whether Samuel 
•sper had made these statements on what he had 

i^lf ascertained as a member of the Committee, 
\ from information conveyed to him. 
I Samuel Jesper repHed, that what he had stated as 

the condition of Manchester Meeting, he had 
Icertained as a member of the Committee, from 
lets that came under his own. observation. 

I Such a statement, made with all the weight and 
bthority attaching to an aged and experienced 
■riend, an Elder in the Church, and a member of 
he Committee, could not fail to produce upon the 
Quarterly Meeting a very serious impression. 



I William Irwin rose to say that the declaration 
1st made by Samuel Jesper confirmed the statement 
e had made elsewhere, [in Yearly Meeting,] and was 
I true description of the character of the views that 
ere held and propagated in Manchester Meeting 
r some of our members ; and yet the discipline had 
Siled to reach them, and was still in abeyance ; not 
lecause the Monthly Meeting refused to enforce it, 
jut because the Clerk had failed to record the true 
fecision of that meeting. 

Though some attempt was made to suppress the 
xpression of judgment of William Irwin and of any 
other members of Manchester Meeting, yet it was 
shown conclusively by Godfrey Woodhead and other 
Friends of that Meeting, that as all were members 
of this Quarterly Meeting as well as their own 
Monthly Meeting, it would manifestly be out of 
order to stop the free expression of opinion, to 
which the Clerk (whose position on this, as on other 
occasions, has been one of considerable difficulty 
and delicacy) at once assented. 

Thomas Barlow thought the verbal report of the 
Committee gave but little information to the meeting, 
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and he felt that the course hitherto pursued by the 
Committee, and the manifest want of unity amongst. 
Its members, would necessicate some such addidofi 
to its numbers as had been proposed by OswaM 
Baynes. so that it might be strengthened. 

This was strongly opposed by Henry Crosfidd, 
and also by J as. Holdsworth. (of Bolton.) who said 
that he thought afrer the extraordinary statement 
that had been made by Samuel Jesper, the Committee 
was entitled to the sympathy of Friends; he had 
certainly been surprised to hear it, and he thought 
the other members of the Committee might wdl 
complain of such '' treacherj- " on the part of one of 
their number. 

Robert Le\itt concurred in these remarks, and 
thought as the Quarterly Meeting had allowed suck 
reflections to be made on Friends of Manchester, 
they ought to be allowed to contradict them. 

William Thistletitwaite and William Ecroto 
both replied to the suggestion that their numben 
should be increased. They thought such a pro- 
ceeding would prove verj' inconvenient, as any new 
members added to the Committee would have to go 
over the whole ground afresh. They deeply regretted 
the remarks of Samuel Jesper, and thought the future 
action of the Committee would thereby be rendered 
very difficult. 

William Edward Turner, another member of 
the Committee, (whose views, it is understood, had 
generally coincided with those of Samuel Jesper, 
both as to the extent of the unsoundness in Man- 
chester Meeting and as to the proper method of 
dealing with it,) requested the Quarterly Meeting to 
release him also from the appointment. The lan- 
gruage of the apostle had rested much with hv^ 
during the whole day, "Mind your calling brethren; 
he believed iAzs was not /lis calling ; that was b^ 
iu^pression when first appointed, and he regretted 
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he had not then declined ; he had often felt how 
important was the language "the servant of the Lord 
must not strive ;" and he should feel much more 
comfortable if his friends would allow him to retire 
from the Committee, 

In neither case, however, did the Quarterly 
Meeting incline to release these Friends ; it evi- 
dently felt the difficulty of touching the matter at 
all at this critical stage ; the Committee was there- 
fore continued as before, and encouraged to report 
to the next Quarterly Meeting. 



During the three months following, the action of 
the Committee was very much in abeyance — only one 
or two of its members attending our Monthly 
Meetings in seventh, eighth, and ninth months, and 
taking but little, if any, part in the business. They 
had, however, some private interviews with a few of 
those Friends in Manchester, -who are charged with 
holding unsound views, as well as with those who 
sympathize more or less with them. 

The Committee met at Liverpool the day before 
the Quarterly Meeting in ninth month, and after 
much discussion, and some difference of opinion, it 
was agreed to present a written report to the meet- 
ing on the following day, signed by their Clerk only. 
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QUARTERLY MEETING 
Held at Liverpool, 9TH Month 17TH, 18 



At this meeting, which was largely attended, a 
tiie members of the Committee were present, am 
upon the Minute, continuing their appointment bein^ 
read, a written Report, signed on their behalf by 
Josiah Thompson, was read by the Clerk. 

It was, 171 substance, though I cannot give the exact 
words, to this eiifect : — 

" The Friends appointed to visit in Christian love 
the Monthly Meeting of Hardshaw East, have to. 
report that, since their appointment, they have had 
interviews with the Ministers, Elders, and Overseers 
of Manchester, and also with many other Friends of 
that meeting, in which service they have been re- 
ceived with much openness. 

" Since their appointment, each of the MontUy. 
Meetings of Hardshaw East have been visited 1^ 
all, or a part of our members. 

" We have observed that some Friends of Man- 
chester Meeting have been accustomed to exercise 
considerable freedom of speech, at times exceeding,' 
we believe, the Hmitations which a more watchful 
spirit would enjoin ; nevertheless, it is a satisfaction 
to believe that no outward breach of love 1 
occurred. 

" We have had interviews with Friends in M: 
Chester who have been thought to sympathise, moi 
or less, with views on Christian doctrine which hav 
caused uneasiness ; but the Committee are glad to 
able to state that, with one or two exceptions, theS 
Friends claim for their views a unity with the reK 
gious doctrines as held by our Society. Your Com 
mittee feel that the state of Hardshaw East Monthl 



[eeting requires continued loving labour and earnest 
ftyer. — On behalf of the Committee, 

"JosiAH Thompson, Clerk." 
\t the conclusion of the reading of this Report, 
j^LLiAM Irwin rose and said : — ■ 
" I feel bound to say, that after an experience of 
frty years in meetings for discipline, this is the 
Bt delusive document that I ever knew presented 
1 meeting. I say it is the most delusive document 
fever heard. !" 

■After the minute appointing the Committee hadj 
Ithe request of a Friend, been read, 

Oswald Baynes thought that it might be inferred 
fem the Report just read, that there had been a 
ach of love in Hardshaw East Monthly Meeting ; 
i should like to know whether there was, in the 
Bnion of the Committee, any such breach ? 
TThomas Barlow thought that the Quarterly 
Jeeting was entitled to know definitely from its 
Bmmittee, whether there was unsoundness in Man- 
[Ester Meeting or not. The Report just read 
Tied to him to throw no light whatever on t/ie 
\}ect, 

Dne or two Friends said they hoped the Com- 
ttee would answer no questions, but that the 
pmmittee might be continued, and its Report 
hply adopted. 

"ViLLiAM Thistlethwaite Said that the Com- 
Fmlttee were unanimous in the adoption of the Report 
as it had now been read. 

Samuel Jesper (another member of the Committee) 
replied, that so far from being unanimous, there were 
several important points upon which he could not 
agree with the way in which they were dealt with in 
the Report, and there were some others which had 
(against his judgment) been omitted altogether. 

After one or two other Friends had expressed a 
hope that no further discussion would take place, 
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Frederick Cooper said : Those Friends wh* 
seemed to be desirous of stifling the present discu! 
sion, must bear in mind that the Committee thenL* 
selves, at Lancaster, requested that no disaissioa 
might take place there, " as they hoped to present fl 
written report to the Quarterly Meeting at Liverpool, 
when there would be a full opportunity for the dis- 
cussion of this important matter." Now, to judge 
rightly of the work of the Committee, and of itff' 
present Report, it was necessary to recall the circum- 
stances of its appointment in first month last. It 
would be in the recollection of Friends that, as a 
very serious state of things was at that time existing 
in Manchester Meeting, the help of the Quarterly 
Meeting was requested by an Elder in this "case of 

difficulty," and was granted. [At this point Henry 

Crosfield rose, along with two or three other Friends, 
to call F. Cooper to order, and suggested that the 
discussion should be closed. The interruption, how- 
ever, was promptly rebuked, and F. Cooper pro- 
ceeded.] There could be no question as to the 

condition of that meeting — it was no matter of 
hearsay, but a fact acknowledged by the Monthly 
Meeting itself, to whom one of its members had been 
reported as " holding unsound doctrine ;" and after- 
wards the Monthly Meeting had admitted in its 
answers to the Queries, that the administration of the 
discipline in this case had broken down ; and this 
exception being adopted by the Quarterly Meetingi 
was sent forward in its answer to the Yearly Meeting. 
Nor did the evidence end here, for not only did the 
Yearly Meeting discuss the case as a very grave and 
serious subject, but at our succeeding Quarterly 
Meeting, held at Lancaster a few weeks later, one w 
the members of this Committee, upon requesting to 
be relieved of his appointment, stated that, in his 
opinion, the course taken by the Committee was not 
calculated adequately to deal with the heresy existinff 
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in Manchester Meeting. He there stated that /rom 
his own observalion " Infidehty existed there; the 
truths of Holy Scripture were treated with contemp- 
tuous levity, and that the doctrines publicly promul- 
gated by some under our name, were what the 
Apostle Peter characterized as damnable doctrimsl" 
And yet, with such a state of things in that meeting, 
what was the Report of this Committee ? What was 
the information they now gave us ? It was all 
summed up in the single sentence, " that these Friends 
claimed for their views, a unity with the doctrines of 
our Society." Well, that was what we all knew, and 
was the real essence of the difficulty. These Friends 
proclaimed that their opinions were "old Quaker 
doctrine," and yet all that this Committee could tell 
us after nine months labour was, " they claim to be 
in unity." If ihey were in unity, then many of us 
must be in dis-umty ! But surely after such a state- 
ment this Quarterly Meeting might have expected 
that its Committee would have told us whether this 
"claim" was, in their judgment, well founded or not. 
But he (F. C.) believed that the Committee was 
unable to cope with this heresy ; they were not 
united amongst themselves ; they never seemed to 
liave grasped the question, and therefore could never 
successfully grapple with it ! They had never gone 
to the root of the matter ; and he must say. with all 
respect to the Friends personally, that, as a Com- 
mittee, he had no confidence in them. 

William Ecroyd (on behalf of the Committee) 
xeplied, by saying that although it had not been the 
intention of the Committee to take part in any dis- 
cussion, yet it was impossible, after what had taken 
V>Iace, to remain silent. He regretted that the meet- 
■ng, early on in the discussion, had been tlirown 
arather off its guard by language which he could not 
tout characterize as most intemperate, in describing 
Bflte Report as a most "delusive document." The 
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Committee had spent much time and thought upon 
the Report, and had from their first appointment 
bestowed much labour upon this serious case. The 
action of the Committee, however, had been rendered 
increasingly difficult, from the fact that a case of 
alleged unsoundness of doctrine in Manchester 
Meeting was reported by the Overseers to the 
Monthly Meeting, without any previous consultation 
with the Committee, and against their judgment, and 
though having been so reported, the Committee 
thought an appointment of the Monthly Meeting 
should have been made, it was decided in the nega- 
tive. And, now, the question for this meeting to 
consider was undoubtedly the one that had been 
raised, and, he would admit, fairly and properly 
raised, by the Friend who had just sat down, viz. — ■ 
Whether this Quarterly Meeting had, or had not,- 
confidence in its Committee ? They had had greaC 
difficulties to contend with, into which he need not: 
now enter ; but as to the charge brought against 
them of not stating their opinion upon the alleged 
unsoundness in doctrine, he said they were not pre- 
pared to give a judicial opinion on so important a 
point. They had not yet come to a judgment on the 
subject. He did not complain of a Friend saying he 
had no confidence in the Committee, and, speaking 
for himself, he might say that if this meeting thought 
it best to discharge the Committee and appoint other 
Friends to the service, he should be glad to be re-: 
lieved of so responsible an office. 

William Irwin wished to say that so far from 
being "intemperate" in his language, he only spoke 
" the words of truth and soberness ; " and he was pre- ' 
pared to prove, if necessary, that at least six 
members of Manchester Meeting held these unsound- 
opinions. If any Friends desired to satisfy them- 
selves that unsoundness existed, let them read David'i 
Duncan's Essay " Can an outward revelation be per-- 
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' and Joseph Forster's pamphlet on " Liberty." 

l^'iLLiAM EcKOYD again rose to say that William 

had no doubt come to a judgment on the 

r; but for his part "his judgment was not yet 

ured!" 

^iRTH WooDHEAD (the Assistant Clerk) said he 
light it would have been much better if the 
ids in Manchester Meeting had " kept their 
s," whilst the Quarterly Meeting had decided 
a the best course to pursue in the case. 
OSEPH B. FoRSTER thought that such a pro- 
ition was "an absurdity." Could it be supposed 
; die friends of the meeting in question, and who 
more about the matter than any one else, 
e to sit still and say nothing, whilst other Friends 
nssed it. His own opinion was that the Com- 
: was not required at all, and might be dis- 
ced; "but if we were to have a Committee, this 

'da one as we could have." 
ifter some further expression of opinion in favour 
'nply adopting the Report, the Clerk read a 
ate to that effect, which was adopted. 
hough it seemed the only alternative for the 
xterly Meeting that its Committee should still be 
inued, it could not fail to strike any thoughtful 
■Ohserver of the discussion at Liverpool, that it pre- 
sented such evidences of weakness and disunion in 
the Committee, as could not give promise of either 
energy or vitality in its future course. 
_ It will therefore not surprise any one to find that 
^ce that time its labours virtually have nearlyceased. 
B&t the Monthly Meeting held at Manchester in 
Hm month. 

HtHARLES TnoMrsoN requested permission to make 
"ome remarks, and proceeded to warn his Friends on 
JJieCommlttee against such " breaches of confidence" as 

Cnad eviHently taken place, from their proceedings and 
ns having recently appeared in print. He 
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thought such things were gross breaches of goodorder^ 

William Tiiistlethwaite said he had no ide^ 
what the observations of Charles Thompson referrerf^ 
to, but, for himself, he might say he had always been 
most reticent on these subjects, and of late, had 
avoided both speaking and writing on them I 

George Robinson (of Manchester) thought the 
proceedings referred to highly irregular, and if 
Charles Thompson had not named it he should. 

William Irwin said, with regard to the matter 
placed before the meeting by Charles Thompson, he 
had no doubt but that the member of the Committee 
who had supplied the information was well able to 
defend himself As to the part he (William Irwin) 
had taken, he felt no compunction. What he had 
done was, he believed, on behalf of the Truth, the 
interests of which he held to be of far higher mo- 
ment than any conventional usage or rules; although 
he wished to be understood to be also in favour of 
rules rightly administered. 

Several Friends followed up these remarks. One 
Friend expressing the astonishment with which he had 
heard William Thistlethwaite say, " he had no idea to 
what Charles Thompson's observation referred!" 

JosiAH Merrick said that as the Committee itself 
had been so reticent in the expression of their 
opinions, much of the information he had obtained 
had been of necessity from other channels. 

Samuel Evens (of Penketh) who in many previous 
discussions had shown a very sound and clear judg- 
ment on these subjects, said, that though members 
of the Committee and of this meeting might think it 
undesirable that such statements as had just been 
referred to, should be put forth, yet they might rest 
assured this was far too important a matter to be 
"hushed up." " There will have to be a thorough 
opening out, Friends, in connection with the main- 
tenance of these unsound doctrines in this meeting!' 
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I THE PAMPHLETS OF DAVID DUNCAN AND JOSEPH B. 
FORSTER CONTRASTED WITH THE WRITINGS OF EARLY 
FRIENDS, AND THE RECENT EPISTLES OF THE 
YEARLY MEETING, ETC. 



David Duncajt's Pamphlet. 

The following extracts from Da\id Duncan's 
Pamphlet — "Can an outward revelation be perfect?" 
— will show to the intelligent reader that between the 
"Theology of Fox, Barclay, and Penn," as set forth 
in their writings, quotations from which are herewith 
appended, and the views of these Manchester Friends 
as here expressed, there is as great a difference as 

» between light and darkness : — 
"Adequate conceptions of God are not possible to 
finite beings like men, but the conception of him as 
the Universal Father is necessary to enable the 
t*iind to understand the economy of his govcrn- 
inent, and to exhibit to us in their true light, the 
tremendous wickedness of War and Slavery. The 
teaching of the Old Testament both by example and 
Jireccpt, sanctioned these crimes. Viewed as a record 
of a peculiar people, who were favoured with a law- 
gfiver like Moses, a man of wisdom and integrity, 
"X^/ho feared God, the History which contains such 
"v-ivid and truthful pictures of their growth and pro- 
gress, is instructive beyond any of the remains of 
mtiquity ; but considered a^ proceeding direct from 
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the authority of God, must be abandoned at once* as 
marked by evidences of human frailty and ignorancei 
irreconcilably opposed to that perfection which is 
'the same yesterday, to day, and for ever.' " 

* * * " We cannot see the dictates 
of Supreme Intelligence, in desolating, exterminating 
wars, which brutalized the victors, and which (as all 
war does) necessitated its continuance, as a mode of 
policy, and a basis of government." 

" How rash, and unthinking, and irreverent is the 
dogmatism, which rests all possibility of faith in God 
upon writings notoriously incomplete; and the portion 
which we do possess, shrouded in doubt and uncertainty, 
revised and edited by Jewish Scribes, translated into 
a corrupt dialect, of none of which in Old or New 
Testament an original manuscript exists ; for the 
genuineness and authenticity of which a controversy 
has been maintained, the very apologists and di 
fenders of which are unsettled and divided in opinion 
But if the historical accuracy and literary genuineness 
of these writings be admitted, the moreawful questioi 
arises — Have they an autlwritative claim to thefaitll 
and obedience of us, who are the inheritors of th( 
thought of the Christian ages ?" 

* * " The worship of anything short ol 
God, is idolatry, whether it be a golden calf or 3 
modern Bible." 

" The authority of the Pope and the Church was 
substituted by the authority of the Scriptures in the 
sixteenth century, and the change is designated the 
Reformation. That change doubtless was a good ; 
but the time has come when a further Refomialion 
is required — the abolition of any authority short of 
God, as he reveals himself to the spirit of the individual. 
This is the only principle worthy of the name of 
Faith." 



B CAN AN OUTWARD REVELATION BE PERFECT ? 43 

H * " Homage to God is an older principle than 
Homage to a book, however sacred." 
H " The generally received belief of all that section 
Bf the religions world which is denominated " Evan- 
Belical," is, that all knowledge of God and of our 
^plation to him is contained in the Scriptures of the 
^Id and New Testament, and that the necessity of 
wnmediate Revelation now no longer exists — the 
Book — the Bible is finished. The inevitable infer- 
Hnce on the part of those who hold this belief is, 
Hiat the Book is perfect. 

H The object of the following reflections will be to 

^kiestion whetlier a Book revelation can be perfect: 

»hether that of the Bible is wholly in accordance 

Kith the wants of the world, and whether the 

^gssumption of its infallibility is not a hopeless 

Bbstacle to our understanding its truth and ex- 

Biellence — a veil shutting out God from our spirits." 

■ " We have entered into Paul's labours, and instead 

of bringing souls into the blessed communion of the 

Son of God, because we are all Sons of God, we are 

disputing about texts, and questioning whether men 

are inspired or not ; and above all, asking What is 

Inspiration ?" 

" Men can only find rest in God ; and until this 
truth be felt and applied, the world will go on with 
its theologies, and its churches, crucifying its Christs, 
persecuting its prophets, punishing all who dare to 
seek truth instead of a creed, and villifying the^ 
character of good men who live with their 
heavenly Father, and in whose hearts the Son of 
God has taken up his abode." 

" If the Bible be the infallible utterance of Divine 
wisdom, Is it a manifestation of God more perfect 
than we can have in any ot/ier wayf" 

The following encomium on the character and 
wrritings of Dr. Colenso point to the source from J 
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whence David Duncan's views on Holy Scripture 

have been drawn : — 

" In conclusion, I must express my admiration for 
that noble, pious, Christian man, Dr. Colenso, who 
has cast aside the shackles of his theological training, 
and boldly grappled with the question of Biblical 
Infallibility, with learning and power, which will 
bear fruit for the salvation of souls, when his 
wretched detractors and libellers are forgotten. His 
manly courage will win friends for him among the 
wise and the good, who have learnt to " call no man 
master." His name will live as a witness for God 
and his truth — as the gallant soldier who went on 
the forlorn hope, undismayed by the threats of his 
brethren, and the storm of popular assault, Like 
Bishop Berkerley, he values truth for its own sake, 
and he will receive the reward." 

For a further elucidation of the opinions of David 
Duncan, not only as regards the Holy Scriptures, 
but also on the Divinity and Atonement of Christ, 
see a pamphlet published in iS6i — "Observations on 
a Lecture, delivered at the Manchester Friends' In- 
stitute, by David Duncan, entitled- Essays and 
Reviews, by a Friend." 



yoseph B. Forster's Pamphlet. 

From the pamphlet on. " Liberty," published by 
Joseph B. Forster, a member of Manchester Meet- 
ing, I need only give some extracts, placing them 
also in contrast with the views of our Early Friends, 
to convince any unprejudiced mind of the wide 
divergence between the two. 

This, however, seems incidentally to be admitted 
by the author himself, ofdy he apparently considers 
that his work as a " Reformer of our Faith," niay be 
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better done witlmi the church than from wilhotit ! 
He accordingly gives, on his frontal page, a quotation 
from John Stuart Mill, the spirit of which breathes 
through many of the subsequent pages of this 
pamphlet. 

This passage says, " A church is far more easily 
improved from zvilhin than from witliaut. Almost 
all the illustrious reformers of religion began by being 
clergymen, but they did not think their profession as 
clergymen was inconsistent with being reformers. 
They mostly indeed ended their days outside the 
church in which they were born, but it was because 
the churches in an evil hour for themselves cast them 
out. They did not think it their business to with- 
draw. They thought they had a better right to 
aremain in the fold than those who expelled them." 
\ In the opening of this Essay, the author, both 
■directly and inferentially, charges " Modern Friends " 
^with an attempt to set aside and supersede the doc- 
trines and spirit of their forefathers, and yet the two 
passages he quotes to support his statement that 
xestrictions are put in force against "free thought," 
ire not the work of "Modern Friends" at all. They 
iivere issued in 1694 and 1723, and, though still 
f xetained in our " Book of Extracts," this only proves 
that in their allegiance to Truth, modern Quakers are 
not, as the author asserts, subverting the early disci- 
pline, but npholding it ! Nor can I agree in the 
conclusion, or think it ver^' happy reasoning of Joseph 
"Forster, when he says, that the effect of such restric- 
tions has been, that the "changes which have been 
effected in the Society, have not been made so 
fconestly as they would otherwise, but more craftily 
^nd LESS guilelessly!" Page 2, 

an argument very closely trenches upon 
g the Brethren," at all times to be carefully 
avoided; but it cuts two ways. If such has been the 
L^iaracter of any in the />ast, (which I think it un- 
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seemly to aver) surely it calls loudly to the present 
to avoid the danger, 

And if we are to have "reformers," not of our 
discipline or of our administration only, but of the 

vay Faith and Doctrine that we hold so dear, then 
let the warfare be from without, not "with cunning 
and craftiness," as the author alleges of the past; not 
undermining the Faith and sapping the foundations 
from within, but openly, honestly, and in the face 
of day. 

It is important to note that Joseph B. Forster also 
endeavours to show that the Faith of the Early 
Quakers is not maintained by the modern ones; 
some of whom (he says) " it is fair to say, are one in 
spirit with those whom George Fox called the 
' Professors.' " And this being the author's view of 
his fellow members, he is led on in his argument to 
make the remarkable assertion that " Fox and Bar- 
clay were the Colensos and Jowetts of their day * * 
and that the writers in Essays and Reviews, and the 
school they represent, are the true children of the 
Early Quakers in our day." Page 20. 

How true this is, let the reader judge from the 
quotations I have given elsewhere, from the writings 
of the Early Friends. But that this should be 
Joseph B. Forster's opinion can hardly surprise us, 
when we find him saying, at page 21 : — 

" To state the opinions of Early Friends as I 
have interpreted them * * is to state exactly that 
which at the present time, taken as a whole, the 
Society of Friends condemns. * * They (the modem 
Friends) sacrifice their convictions in deference to 
the written words. The doctrine of ApoUonarius 
they no longer consider to be heresy. They regaf^ 
the death of Christ as a sacrifice similar in princip*-^ 
to the sacrifices of earlier and ruder times, whic^- 
were based on the idea that without shedding 
actual blood there is no forgiveness of sin. Th 
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^ocirine is one which is eyUirely opposed to tJte spirit 
four age !" 

I Now what did Fox and Barclay — " the Jowetts 
1 Coleiisos of their day " — say to such a doctrine ? 
^s it opposed to the spirit of their age, and their 
ichings ? Let Barclay, so often quoted by J. B. F. 
ak for himself : — 

' He (Christ) was clothed in a vesture dipped in 
blood, and his name is called the Word of God." 
(1673.) And again, in 1676, he writes, "We do not 
in any way lessen or derogate from the Atonement 
and Sacrifice of Christ, but on the contrary do 
magnify and exalt it * * and as we firmly believe 
it was necessary that Christ should come, that by 
his death and sufferings he might offer up himself a 
sacrifice to God for our sins, who his own self bare 
our sins in his own body on a tree ; so we believe 
that the remission of sins which any partake of, is 
only in and by virtue of that most satisfactory sacrifice, 
and no otfurwise .'" 

And how fully in accordance herewith is George 
Fox's language, " Christ gave Himself, His body, for 
the Life of the whole world : He was the offering for 
the sins of the whole world ; and paid the debt and 
made satisfaction." (1659.) 

And are these Confessions of our Forefathers what, 
(as J. B. F. alleges) " taken as a whole," Modern 
Friends condemn f 

On this point, let the epistles of 1830, 1835, 1840, 
1849, 1852 and 1867 reply ; — 

" It is through Him (Christ Jesus) whom God 
liath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his 
blood, that we obtain pardon for sin ; and it is through 
the power of his Spirit * * that we experience free- 
dom from sin." Epistle, 1830. 

" Whilst we confess our continued conviction, that 
all the ceremonies of the Jewish Law were fulfilled 
and finished by the death of Christ, and that no 
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shadows 10 the worship of God were instituted h 
our Lord, or have any place in the Christian di 
pensation ; we feel an earnest desire that we mav all 
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of Man, and drink his biood." Epistle, 1835, 

" Let us turn with unfeigned repentance unto Him, 
then shall we accept with thankfulness that redemp- 
tion which was purchased for us by the sufferings and 
death of our Lord Jesus Christ — by the unutterably- 
costly price of the blood of the Lamb of God." 
Epistle, 1840. 

" It was a remarkable characteristic of the gospel 
labours of those who were raised up by the power of 
the Lord in the gathering of our religious Society 
• * that they bore testimony to Christ as their 
Redeemer and Mediator, their Prophet, Priest, and 
King. He was their refuge, their hope, their only 
dependence : building on this foundation, their work 
stood * * they had no ?iew truths to deliver, but 
it was their honest concern to bring men to the full- 
ness of the truths declared by our Lord and his. 
Apostles." Epistle, 1S49. 

" Unto you that believe, saith the Apostle, Christ 
is precious. * * He has given them to know him 
to be their Passover sacrificed for them, bringing ! 
them nigh unto God by his precious blood, in tb^ 
precious and endearing relationship of the childre*^ 
of God. Beloved brethren * + let it be the ff^' 
quent engagement of your souls, in deep reverence at*" 
humility, to 'consider the Apostle and High Pri^s*- ; 
of your profession, Christ Jesus.'" Epistle, 1852. I 

" Christ crucified, risen, and glorified, is the Alpl^2 
and the Omega, the beginning and the end of ea^*_' 
successive dispensation of divine mercy and love "i^^ 
fallen man. We are earnest in our desires that »- 
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rtiier such striking proofs of the " unity of Faith" 
"between early and modern Friends, is there any 
warrant for charging the latter with being the " Pro- 
fessors" to whom George Fox was opposed ? or 
for saying that the opinions of Early Friends, are 
"exactly those which, at the present time, the 
Society of Friends condemns?" 

At page 21, of the pamphlet in question, we 
read : — 

" Our sins," it is said, [by Friends of this day] 
"are imputed to Christ, who has borne the penalty 
of them for us; and his righteousness and not their 
own, saves from condemnation those who believe 
in him as a Saviour in this sense of the term, whilst 
those ii'/io do not so regard Him are lost." 

If, by the expression, "our sins are imputed to 
Christ," be meant a belief that "He bore our sins in 
his own body on a tree;" that "He died for our sins 
according to the Scriptures;" that " He was wounded 
for our transgressions, and bruised for our iniquities;" 
that his " soul was made an offering for sin," and that 
" He was once offered to bear the sin of many" — if 
this be the imputation, then undoubtedly do we 
accept it, but not otherwise. But, here again, we 
accept the truth not as antagonistic to Early Friends, 
but in harmony with their sound Gospel views. Nor 
could any modern Friend more fitly, more truly, or 
more fully express his Faith, than by adopting the 
words of William Penn, who, replying to a charge 
"that Quakers did not trust in the death of Christ 
for pardon and salvation," says: — 

"They are so far from disowning the death and 
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sufferings of Christ, that there is not a people on the 
earth that so assuredly witness and demonstrate a 
fellowship therewith ; confessing before men and 
angels that Christ died for the sins of the world, and 
gave his life a ransom." i66S. 

What more shall I say ? It is not my present 
purpose to enter into any elaborate reply to all 
Joseph Forster's statements. Surely such as the 
following need no refutation, for though here and 
there such views may find a solitary advocate, they 
are not, and never have been in any sense or degree, 
the sentiments of any considerable section of modern 
Friends. So that I deny altogether the truth of such 
charges, which, however they may indicate the ten- 
dency of " free thought " in the writer's mind, cannot 
commend themselves to the acceptance of any well 
informed Friend. 

The author says, " a return to the material in what 
are called the sacraments, is not without advocates, 
[among Friends,] who receive a good deal of that 
" Christian charity," which is only extended to those 
who err in that particular direction." Page 22. 

I ask, when and where were these advocates 
found? When have they proclaimed such views? 
Or, where are they published ? 

Again — " Silent waiting upon God it is thought by 
many would be modified for the better, by readJog 
the Bible in meetings." 

That such an innovation has recently fouf^^ 
advocates I admit ; but the expression of such serv'^' 
ments has led, I believe, to a sound and healt*^ 
judgment in a contrary direction. Such a practi^ 
in my opinion, cannot co-exist with Qtiakerism. 

Introduce the outward ordinances; or, the forn* 
reading of the Bible (much as we value the Scripture 
and the beautiful harmony between our Doctrine ai^ 
our Worship, would at once disappear. For how c^ 
we administer die ordinances without a Pre-ordain^ 
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service and ministry? Or how can we read the 
Scriptures in our Meetings for Worship without a 
pre-arranged service ? And such a proceeding would, 
in my judgment, be quite out of character with our 
Faith, our Practice, and our Discipline. 
I The extracts which I have given from these un- 
sound publications, which in neither case have been 
modified nor retracted, will prove to Friends how wide 
is the gulf that separates such views, though plausibly 
put forth under the specious name of " Liberty,'' from 
the sound Gospel doctrines, held and promulgated 
both by Early and Modern Friends. 

I have preferred that the Authorized Writings of 
Friends should reply to the statements of these 
pamphlets ; that tlieir living words may show how 
great is the error of those amongst us who are ready 
to confound such sentiments as are miw put forth, 
■with "Primitive Quakerism," or "First Principles." 
(See the remark of a Friend, at page 7.) 

I can hardly close this review without saying, that 
if I was astonished to hear of these advocates of "free 
thought," " claiming (as the Quarterly Meeting's 
Committee tell us) for their views a unity with the 
doctrines of our Society," that astonishment has been 
greatly increased as I have found afresh in the 
writings of our Early Friends, so rich a mine of 
Gospel truth, exactly adapted to confute the wasting 
errors of the day, and to show, beyond contradiction, 
how sound they were in the faith and hope of the 
Gospel. 

Nor will the religious views of Friends of the 
present day, as set forth in their official documents, 
be behind those of our forefathers in the sound ex- 
position of Evangelical Gospel truth. As a body, we 
are undoubtedly sound in the Christian Faith ! On 
the broad essentials of that faith and hope of the 
Gospel, we are (as one of our gifted ministers said 
but the other day, in addressing the students of a 
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Theological College) " one with the Faith of Noah and 
of Enoch, of Abraham, of Moses, and the Prophets — 
The faith of Paul, of Peter, of the Apostles, and 
Martyrs — the faith of Augustine, of Wesley, ot 
Whitfield, and of George Fox ; — all are one 

Nor can I more fitly close these pages, than by 
quoting, in connection with the foregoing extract^- 
the words of one of our younger members of th& 
present day, who, in most able, lucid, and graphic 
language, sets forth the wondrous power of the "Cross 
of Christ," of that great Sacrifice and Atonement by 
which, as He said of Himself, "I, if I be lifted up, will 
draw all men unto me." 

In an article, published a few months ago in one 
of our Magazines, entitled " The Christian Hypo- 
thesis," Frederic Seebohm says: — 

" In contrast to the Heathen hypothesis — in the 
Christian hypothesis, a God altogether righteous, of 
no changeableness nor shadow of turning, full of 
lovingkindness towards men who had gone astray. 
from him, brings his sacrifice in order to draw men' 
back to himself — to change men's hearts ; so that^, 
instead of heathen priests having, on behalf of men, 
to pray and beseech their gods to be reconciled to; 
iliem. Christian ministers, if we may believe St. Paul, 
are, as it were, ambassadors yor Christ, ' praying and'i 
beseeching us in Christ's stead be ye reconciled to 
God.' * * Eighteen hundred years ago it was a 
problem whether Christ cojdd, by the sacrifice he 
was willing to make of himself, reconcile men to God. 
It was impossible that the blood of bulls and of 

foats could put God and man at one. The heathen 
ypothesis had been tried, and had failed in itsverifica-*. 
tion. The number of professed believers in the one 
Invisible God had been an ever-dwindling one. Thd 
Christian sacrifice has however, during these eighteeri 
hundred years past, also been put to the test. It ha^ 
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reconciled thousands and thousands In every Chris- 
tian generation toGod. It has more than reconciled 
them. It has kindled in the hearts of Christians, 
from St. Paul downwards, during eighteen centuries, 
and is kindling still a love of Christ so tender, that 
the very mention of his name, will sometimes bring 
a tear into the eye of the strong and the brave; a love 
not confined to his beloved disciple, or to one or two 
of his nearest companions, but so widely felt amongst 
Christians that there have been thousands in every 
age who would at any moment have been ready to 
die for Him ; a love both in depth and extent unique 
in the history of mankind. It — thcsacrifice — has kin- 
dled this love ! As a matter of fact in the lives of 
Christians it has been so. As iron can only be melted 
by heat, and is so melted every day in the forge, so 
the selfish heart can only be melted by love, and is 
so melted every day by the love of Christ. And 
the Christian, whatever his creed and whatever his 
theory, will give you this all but unanimous statement 
— that the love of Christ, from which his own heart 
took fire and by which it was melted, was brought 
home to him hy ^^ self -sacrifice of Christ. And this 
result, achieved by the love which burned in that 
sacrifice, has been wrought, be it observed, in spite 
of those strange perversions of its meaning which 
would fain have dragged it back into harmony with 
heathen conceptions of Divine injustice, vindictive- 
ness. and partiality. It has been in spite of its hav- 
ing been set forth hy priests as the means used to 
change the heart of a once-alienated God, that it has 
achieved that work which no power of self-interest 
could achieve — the work <£ changing — of melting — 
tlie heart of inan." 
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THE HOLY SCRIPTURES. 

The Testimony of our Forefathers as to the In- — 
spiration and diviiie authority of Holy Scripture^ 
is probably as clear and explicit, if not more so^ 
than that of any other section of the Christian churchy 
a statement which will, I think, be abundantly veri- 
fied by the perusal of the following extracts from 
the writings of Fox, Barclay, Penn, and others, who-- 
in their day so nobly vindicated their Faith against 
the charges both of false brethren and open enemies : 

William Penn. — In a work, entitled "A Serious 
Apology for the Principles and Practices of the 
people called Quakers," written by George White- 
head and William Penn, the following expressions 
are contained, viz. — 

" Nor would we be thought to lessen the virtue, 
use, and reputation of the Holy Scriptures, whilst 
we endeavour the vindication of the Holy Spirit, in 
his office of revelation to believers. 

" They are useful in two eminent respects : 

"First, Historically; as giving us a true nar- 
rative of the transactions of those ages of the world, 
in reference to the church or state, of both Jews and 
Christians ; their trials, troubles, temptations, lapses, 
recoveries, and perfect victories. 

" Secondly, Doctrinally ; as presenting us with a 
true account of the principles and doctrines of the 
people of God ; their holy faith and patience." 

In his "Testimony to the Truth," &c., he thus 
speaks of the belief of Friends In the Scriptures, 
and rebuts a charge that they undervalue them : 
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" Nay, after all, so unjust is the charg^e, and so 
f emote from our belief concerning the Holy Scrip- 
tures, that we both love, honour, and prefer them 
l>efore all books in the world ; ever choosing to ex- 
Jiress our belief of the Christian faith and doctrine, 
in the terms thereof, and rejecting all principles or 
doctrines whatsoever, that are repugnant thereunto." 
Isaac Penington. — In an essay, entitled "A Visit 
<i3f tender and upright Love," &c., he says: 

"We do indeed really, heartily, singly, as in God's 
^ight, own the Scriptures ; the Scriptures written by 
the prophets and holy men of God under the law ; 
~*Lhe Scriptures written bythe Evangelists and Apostles 
5n the time of the Gospel ; and we read them with 
•delight and joy, and would draw no man from a right 
3-eading of them, to the benefit of his soul; but only 
:irom giving their own judgments on them without 
the Spirit of God : lest in so doing they wrest them 

»to their own destruction." 
William Gibson. — 
" The people called Quakers do prefer and esteem 
the book called the Bible, or Holy Scriptures, above 
ANY OUTWARD WRITING OR BOOK EXTANT UPON THE 
EARTH ; because of the verity and plenty of deep 
heavenly sayings uttered by God unto Moses and the 
Prophets, through the several ages of the world, and 
particularly and eminently through the Heavenly 
Man Christ Jesus ; who was anointed with the oil 
of gladness above his fellows, and filled with the 
Spirit without measure." Page 95. — 1677. 
^_ Joseph Wyeth, in 1699, says: 
^M " It is false that we have ever pretended that the 
^H particular manifestation of the Light of Christ in any 
^* of us, did overrule the Scriptures or ordinances. 
There cannot be contradiction in the Spirit of God ; 
by the movings whereof it was that the Scriptures 
were given forth, 2 Pet. i. 21. Nor do the movings 
of the same Spirit, privately working in particular 
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persons, at this day, overrule or contradict what it 
did give forth as above." Page i6i. 

Richard Claridge. — In his "Treatise of the Holy 
Scriptures," he thus states the Faith of the Society of 
Friends respecting them, viz. — 

** We do sincerely and unfeignedly believe the fol- 
lowing propositions: 

" I. That the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New 
Testament, were not of any men's private setting 
forth, but were given by inspiration of God. 

" 2. That they do contain a clear and sufficient de- 
claration of all doctrines, in common to be believed, 
in order to eternal life and salvation. 

" 3. That the Holy Scriptures are the best outward 
rule and standard of doctrine and practice. 

** 4. That whatsoever, either doctrine or practice, 
though under pretensions to the immediate dictates 
and teachings of the Spirit, is contrary to the Holy 
Scriptures, ought to be rejected and disowned, as 
false and erroneous : For ' whatsoever is not read 
therein, nor may be proved thereby, is not to be re- 
quired of any man, that it should be believed as an 
article of faith.' " 

"8. That as the Holy Scriptures have God alone 
for their author, so the Spirit of God alone is their 
certain and infallible interpreter." ♦ ♦ ♦ 
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GEORGE FOX AND ROBERT BARCLAY ON THE 
HOLY SCRIPTURES. 

George Fox. — In his "Answer to all such as falsely 
say the Quakers are no Christians," he says: — 

" The testimony of the Holy Scriptures * * we 
receive and embrace as the most authentic and per- 
fect declaration of Christian Faith." 1659. 

Richard Baxter, writing against Friends, called the 
Scriptures, " the temporal word ; " to which George 
Fox replies : " Now see if this be not an undervaluing 

(the Scriptures of Truth, and the words of God and 
Christ, and the prophets and apostles, which eannoi 
he broken ; he calls it 'a temporal word,' which 
pwhereas] the Scriptures teacheth no such doctrine." 
fCreat Mystery, page 29. 1659. 
I * * " I say, the Scriptures of Truth, given forth 
from the Spirit of Truth, are the words of God : God's 
words, which Christ the word fulfilled, by Him, in 
in whom they end, who was before the words were 

»ipoken forth." Great Mystery, page no. 1659. 
The declaration of Faith issued by George Fox 
End others, and presented to the governor and council 
gS Barbadoes, contains the following observations : — 
" Concerning the Holy Scriptures : We believe 
tJiey were given forth by the Holy Spirit of God, 
through the Holy men of God, who {as the Scrip- 
ture itself declares, 2 Pet. i. 21,) spoke as they 
were moved by the Holy Ghost: we believe they 
are to be read, believed, and fulfilled; (He that ful- 
fils them is Christ ;) and they are profitable for 
reproof, for correction, and for instruction in right- 
eousness, that the man of God may be perfect, 
thoroughly furnished unto all good works, 2 Tim. 
lii. 19; and are able to make wise unto salvation, 
through faith in Christ Jesus. We believe the Holy 
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Scriptures are the words of God; for it is said i 
Exodus XX. 1. ' God spake all these words, saying,' 
&c., meaning the ten commandments, given forth 
upon Mount Sinai. And in Rev. xxii. 18, saith John : 
' I testify to every man that heareth the words of the 
prophecy of this book, if any man addeth unto these, 
and if any man shall take away from the words of 
the book of this prophecy,' (not the Word,) &c. So 
in Luke i. 20; Because thou believest not my words; 
and in John v. 47, xv. 7, xiv. 23, xii. 47. So that 
we call the Holy Scriptures, as Christ, the apostles, 
and holy men of God, called them, viz., the words of 
God."— C Fox's Jourttal. 1671. 

Robert Barclay. — The following extracts from 
" Barclay's Apology," will give a clear view of the 
value and estimation in which that excellent man and 
his contemporary Friends, held the Sacred Writings, 
viz. :— 

" Proposition third, Concerning the Scriptures. 

" From these revelations of the Spirit of God to 
the saints, have proceeded the Scriptures of Truth, 
which contain: 

" I. A faithful historical account of the actings of 
God's people in divers ages; with many singular and 
remarkable providences attending them. 

"II. A prophetical account of several things, 
whereof some are already past, and some yet to come. 

"III. A full and ample account of all the chief 
principles of the doctrine of Christ, held forth in 
divers precious declarations, exhortations, and sen- ' 
tences ; which, by the moving of God's Spirit, were, 
at several times, and upon sundry occasions, spoken 
and written unto some churches and their pastors. 

" Nevertheless, because they are only a declaration 
of the Fountain, and not the Fountain itself, there- 
fore they are not to be esteemed the principal ground 
of all truth and knowledge, nor yet the adequate, 
primary rule of faith and manners. Yet because 
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■ they give a tnie and faithful testimony of the first 
Foundation, they are and may be esteemed a 
secondary rule, subordinate to the Spirit, from which 
they have all their excellency and certainty: for as 
by the inward testimony of the Spirit we do alone 
truly know them, so they testify that the Spirit is 
that Guide, by which the saints are led into all Truth : 
therefore, according to the Scriptures, the Spirit is 
the first and principal Leader. Seeing then that we 
do therefore receive and believe the Scriptures, be- 
cause they proceeded from the Spirit ; for the very 
same reason, is the Spirit more originally and prin- 

tcipally the Rule, according to the received maxim in 
the schools. Propter quod unumquodque est tale, illud 
Jpsum est magis tale : that for which a thing is such, 
til3.t thing itself is more such." 
He then proceeds to the argument, viz. ; — 
" First. The former part of this proposition, though 
it needs no apology for itself, yet it is a good apology 
for us, and will help to sweep away that, among many 
other calumnies, wherewith we are often loaded, as 
ma£ we were vilifiers and denlers of the Scriptures ; for 
Hpn that which we affirm of them, it doth appear at 
Hqvhat high rate we value them, accounting them 
^^vithout all deceit or equivocation, the most excellent 
"Writings in the world ; io which not only no other 
•zvritings are to be preferred^ but even, in divers respects 
■9iot comparable- thereto. For as we freely acknow- 
ledge, that their authority doth not depend upon the 
approbation or canons of any church or assembly; 
so neither can we subject them to the fallen, corrupt, 
and defiled reason of man ; and therein, as we do 
freely agree with the Protestants, against the error 
of the Romanists; so on the other hand, we cannot go 
the length of such Protestants, as make their autho- 
rity to depend upon any virtue or power that is in 
the writings themselves ; but we desire to ascribe 
all to that Spirit from which they proceeded." 
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" In this respect above mentioned then, we have 
shown what service and use the Holy Scriptures, as 
managed in and by the Spirit, are of to die Church 

of God ; wherefore, we do account them a secondary 
rule. Moreover, because they are commonly acknow- 
ledged by all, to have been written by the dictates of 
the Holy Spirit ; and that the errors, which may be 
supposed by the injury of times to have slipped in, 
are not such but that there is a sufficient clear testi- 
mony left, to all the essentials of the Christian faith, 
we do look upon them as the only fit outward judge 
of controversies among Christians ; and that, what- 
soever doctrine is contrary unto their testimony, may 
therefore, justly be rejected as false. And for our 
parts, we are very willing that all our doctrines and 
practices be tried by them ; which we never refused, 
nor ever shall, in all controversies with our adversa- 
ries, as the judge and test. We shall also be very 
willing to admit it as a positive, certain maxim, that 
whatsoever any do, pretending the Spirit, which is 
contrary to the Scriptures, be accounted and reckoned 
a delusion of the devil. For as we never lay claim 
to the Spirit's leadings, that we may cover ourselves 
in any thing that is evil ; so we know that as every 
evil contradicts the Scriptures, so it doth also the 
Spirit, in the first place, from which the Scriptures 
came, and whose motions can never contradict one 
another ; though they may appear sometimes to be 
contradictory to the blind eye of the natural man, as 
Paul and James seem to contradict one another." 
Pages 85, 86. 

" The last, and that which at first view seems to be 
the greatest objection, is this :— 

"If the Scripture be not the adequate, principal, 
and only rule, then it would follow that the Scripture 
is not complete, nor the canon filled : that if men be 
now immediately led and ruled by the Spirit, they 
may add new Scriptures of equal authority with the 
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old ; whereas every one that adds is cursed ; yea, 
what assurance have we, but, at this rate, every one 
may bring in a new gospel, according to his fancy ? 

" The dangerous consequences insinuated in this 
objection, were fully answered in the latter part of the 
last proposition, in what was said a little before, offer- 
ing freely to disclaim all pretended revelations contrary 
to the Scripture. 

"Objection i. — But if it be urged, that Jt is not 
enough to deny these consequences, if they naturally 
follow from your doctrine of Immediate Revelation, 
and denying the Scripture to be the only Rule : 

" I answer, we have proved both these doctrines 
to be true and necessary, according to the Scriptures 
themselves; and therefore, to fasten evil consequences 
upon them, which we make appear do not follow, is 
not to accuse us, but Christ and his apostles, who 
preached them. But secondly, we have shut the door 
upon all such doctrine in this very position, affirm- 
ing that the Scriptures give a full and ample testimony, 
L^D all the principal doctrines of the Christian Faith. 
ftPtfr we do firmly believe, that there is no other Gospel 
Vcr doctrine to be preaclud, but that which was delivered 
iy the apostles; and do freely subscribe to that saying : 
J^et him that preacheth any other Gospel, than tftat 
which hath been already preached by the apostles, and 
according to tlie Scriptures, be accursed. 

" So we distinguish betwixt a revelation of a new 
Gospel and new doctrines ; and a new revelation of 
the good old Gospel and doctrines, the last we plead 
for, but the first we utterly deny. For we firmly 
"believe that ' no other foundation can any man lay 
than that which is laid already.' But that this 
revelation is necessary, we have already proved; and 
"this distinction doth sufficiently guard us against the 
ard insinuated in the objection." Apology, pages 
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ON THE ATONEMENT, DIVINITY, AND OFFICES OF 
THE LORD JESUS CHRIST. 

On the subject of the Atonement, Divinity, and 
Offices of the Lord Jesus Christ, Friends have ever 
held a clear and sound testimony, as will be seen from 
the following extracts from their published writings : 

George Fox says: — "Christ gave himself, his 
body, for the Life of the whole world ; he was the 
offering for the sins of the whole world ; and paid 
the debt, and made satisfaction ; and doth enlighten 
every man that comes into the world, that all, through 
him, might believe ; and he that doth not believe in 
the Offering, is condemned already." 1659- 

The following is a beautiful specimen of the Chris- 
tian consolation which he administered to his perse- 
cuted and suffering brethren, dated 1687 : — 

"If the world do persecute you, and take away 
your goods or clothes, was not your Lord and Master 
so served ? Did not they cast lots for his garments ? 
Was not he haled from the priests to Herod, and 
before Pontius Pilate, and spit upon ? And if they 
hate thee, and spit upon thee, he was hated and spit 
upon Jor thee. Did he not go to prison for thee ? 
and was he not mocked and scourged for thee ? Did 
not he bow to the cross and grave for thee, he who 
had no sin, neither was guile found in his mouth ? 
And did he not bear thy sins in his own body upon 
the tree ? and was he not scourged for thee, by whose 
stripes we are healed? Did not he suffer the con- 
tradiction of sinners, who died for sinners, and went 
into the grave for sinners, and died for the ungodly, 
yea, tasted death for every man ? who through death 
destroyed death, and the devil, the power of death, 
and is risen ? for death and the grave could not hold 
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" him ; and the powers and principalities, with all their 
guards, and watches, could not hold him within the 
grave^ — but he is risen ; and ascended far above all 
principalities, powers, thrones, and dominions, and is 
set down at the right hand of God, and remaineth in 
the heavens till all things be restored ; and he is 
restoring with his light, grace, truth, power. Spirit, 
faith, gospel, and word of life, so that you read of 
some that came to sit together in heavenly places in 
Christ Jesus." 

Robert Barclay. — In his Catechism, after recit- 
ing several passages of Scripture, which testify to the 
appearance of Christ in the flesh, and his pre-exis- 

Itcnce, proceeds : — 
" God sent his own Son in the likeness of sinful 
ilesh, and for sin condemned sin in the flesh. For 
this purpose the Son of God was manifested, that he 
might destroy the works of the devil ; being mani- _ 
fested to take away our sins. For he gave himself 
for us, an offering and a sacrifice to God for a sweet 
smelling savour; having obtained eternal redemption 
for us. And through the Eternal Spirit, offered up 

k himself without spot unto God, to purge our con- 
:Sciences from dead works, to serve the Living God, 
'He was the Lamb that was slain from the foundation 
of the world, of whom the fathers did all drink; for 
they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them, 
and that Rock was Christ. Christ also suffered for 
us, leaving us an example, that we should follow his 
steps. For we are to bear about in the body the 
dying of the Lord Jesus, that the life also of Jesus 
might be made manifest in our body ; being alway de- 
livered unto death for Jesus' sake, that the life also 
of Jesus might be made manifest in our flesh. That 
■we may know him and the power of his resurrection, 
and the fellowship of his sufferings, being made con- 
formable to his death." Page io6, &c, 1673. 
I After largely enforcing the sufficiency of the Holy 
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Spirit of Christ, and the necessity of obedience 
thereto in order to salvation, he writes thus, viz. : — 

" § XV. Fourthly. — We do not hereby intend, any 
ways, to lessen or derogate from the atonement and 
sacrifice of Jesus Christ ; but on the contrary, do 
magnify and exalt it. For as we believe all those 
things to have been certainly transacted, which are 
recorded in the Holy Scriptures, concerning the birth, 
life, miracles, sufferings, resurrection, and ascension 
of Christ ; so do we also believe, that it is the duty 
of every one to believe it, to whom it pleases God to 
reveal the same, and to bring to them the knowledge 
of it ; yea, we believe it were damnable unbelief, not 
to believe it when so declared ; and, further, we 
renounce all natural power and ability in ourselves, 
in order to bring us out of our lost and fallen condi- 
tion, and first nature ; and confess, that as we are able 
to do nothing that is good, so neither can we procure 
remission of sins or justification by any act of our 
own so as to merit it. In this respect he is truly 
said to have borne the iniquities of us all, in his body 
on the tree ; and therefore is the only Mediator, 
having qualified the wrath of God towards us, so 
that our former sins stand not in our way, being, by 
virtue of his most satisfactory sacrifice, removed and 
pardoned. Neither do we think that remission of 
sins is to be expected, sought, or obtained, afty other 
way, or by any works or sacrifice whatsoever, though, 
as has been said formerly, they may come to partake 
of this remission, that are ignorant of the history. 
So then, Christ, by his death and sufferings, hath 
reconciled us to God, even while we are enemies." 

In William Penn's " Primitive Christianity Re-. 
vived," I find the following:^ 

"We do believe, that Jesus Christ was our Holy 
Sacrifice, Atonement and Propitiation ; that he bore, 
our iniquities ; and that by his stripes we were healed^ 
of the wounds Adam gave us in his fall ; and that: 
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God is just in forgiving true penitents upon the credit 
of that holy offering, Christ made of himself to God 
for us, and that what he did and suffered, satisfied 
and pleased God, and was for the sake of fallen man, 
that had displeased God : and that through the offer- 
ing up of himself once for all, through the Eternal 
Spirit, he hath for ever perfected those, in all times, 
that were sanctified, who walked not after the flesh, 
but after the Spirit. Rom. viii. i. Mark that." 

In his " Defence of Gospel Truths," he thus replies 
to the Bishop of Cork: — 

" I am of opinion, if he had well considered the 
force and comprehensiveness of our belief concerning 
Christ, that pleases him so well, he might have saved 
himself the trouble of what he has published to the 
world upon the rest of them ; for whoever believes in 
Christ as a propitiation, in order to remission of sins, 
and justification of sinners from the guilt of sin, can 
hardly disbelieve any fundamental article of the 
Christian religion, since every such person must 
necessarily believe in God, because it is with him 
alone man is to be justified. To be sure he must 
believe in Christ, for that is the very proposition. 
He must also believe in the Holy Ghost, because he 
is the Author of his conviction, repentance, and be- 
lief. He must believe in heaven and hell, rewards 
and punishment, and consequently the resurrection of 
the just and unjust. For why should he be con- 
cerned about being freed from the guilt of his sin, if 
he were unaccountable in another world ?" Vol. ii. 
p. 891. 1698. 

This is the Confession of Faith of Fox, Penn, and 
Barclay, who, according to Joseph B. Forster, "were 
the Colensosand Jowetts of their day!" Will Colenso 
and Jowett subscribe to these declarations ? 

George WniTEHEA' 
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Divinity of Christ, and Unity of the Three that bear 
Record in heaven ; with the blessed end and effects 

of Christ's appearance, coming in the flesh, suffering 
and sacrifice for sinners, confessed and vindicated by 
his followers, the Quakers." 

" The Divinity of Christ confessed by us called 
Quakers and what we own, touching the Deity or 
Godhead, according to the Scriptures. 

" That there is but one God, the Father, of whom 
are all things, and we in him ; and One Lord Jesus 
Christ, by whom are all things, and we by him. 
That there are Three that bear record in heaven, 
the Father, the Word, and the Spirit, and that these 
Three are One, both in Divinity, Divine Substance, 
and Essence, not three Gods nor separate Beings." 

When replying to T. Vincent's argument relative 
to a strict and rigid satisfaction, he says : 

" He should have produced his plain Scripture ; 
for Scripture we own, and Christ's satisfaction as 
rightly stated ; and what a most acceptable sacrifice 
he was to the Father for all ; yea, his suffering as 
man, or in the flesh, without the gates of Jerusalem, 
was all acceptable to God ; his soul was also made 
an offering for sin ; and that he was a Lamb slain 
from the foundation of the world. The mysteryj 
virtue, and effects of his sufferings none know but 
they that believe in his name, and receive the 
righteousness of Faith. 1669. 

" We do faithfully believe and profess the Divinity, 
and humanity or manhood of our blessed Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ, the Eternal Word of God : 
and that in the fullness of time he took flesh, being 
miraculously conceived by the Holy Ghost and born 
of the Virgin Mary, and suffered the cruel death of 
the cross, as an universal offering and sacrifice, both 
in his body and blood shed thereon, for the sins of 
the whole world : and was buried and rose again 
the third day, and visibly ascended {was seen in his 
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ascending) and passed into heaven and glory : and 
that he ascended far above all heavens, that he 
might fill all things ; and that by his suffering and 
sacrifice he hath obtained eternal redemption for 
us ; which, through Faith in his Name and Power, 
true repentance and conversion, we livingly receive 
and effectually partake of. 

" That we are not pardoned, justified, redeemed, 
or saved by our own righteousness, works, merits, 
or deservings ; but by the righteousness, merits, and 
works of this our blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus 
Christ, being both imparted and imputed to us, as 
he is of God made unto us, wisdom, righteousness, 
sanctification, and redemption. Our reconciliation, 
redemption, pardon, sanctification, and justification, 
having respect both to his suffering death, and blood, 
upon the cross, as the one peace-offering and sacrifice, 
and as our High Priest, thereby making atonement 
and reconciliation for us, and giving himself a ran- 
som for all mankind : and also to the effectual saving 
work of his Grace and good Spirit within us, bringing 
us to experience true repentance, regeneration, and 
the new birth, wherein we partake of the fellowship 
of Christ's sufferings, and power of his resurrection. 
In which grace we ought to persevere in newness of 
life and faithful obedience unto him, unto the end, 
that we may be heirs of the Eternal Salvation, which 
Christ is the author of" 1692. 

Isaac Penington In 1672. — 

In a work, entitled " The Holy Truth and People 
Defended," &c., he thus answers the charge of 
denying redemption by the blood of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, viz.- — 

" As for denying redemption by the blood of 
Christ, oh ! how will he answer this charge to God, 
when none upon the earth, as the Lord God knoweth, 
are so taught, and do so rightly and fully own re- 
demption by the blood of Christ, as the Lord hath 
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taught US to do ! For we own the blood of the Lord 
Jesus Christ, both outwardly and inwardly ; both as 
it was shed on the cross, and as it is sprinkled m 
our consciences ; and know the cleansing virtue 
thereof in the Everlasting Covenant, and in the 
Light which is eternal." Works, vol. iii. p. 234. 1672. 

In his treatise, entitled "The Flesh and Blood of 
Christ," &c., after speaking largely of that mystical 
body and blood of Christ, which the saints feed upon, 
and asserting the necessity of a participation in it; 
he adds: 

■' Now as touching the outward which ye say we 
deny, because of our testimony to the inward, I have 
frequently given a most solemn testimony thereto:. 
and God knoweth it to be the truth of my heart;. 
and that the testifying to the inward, (from which the 
outward came,) doth not make the outward void, but. 
rather establish it, in its place and service. God 
himself, who knew what virtue was in the inward, 
yet hath pleased to make use of the outward ; and 
who may contradict or slight his wisdom and counsel 
therein ? Glorious was the appearance and manifes- 
tation of his Son in the flesh, precious his subjection 
and holy obedience to his Father ; his giving him- 
self up to death for sinners, was of great esteem in 
his eye! It was a spotless Sacrifice of great valuer 
and effectual for the remission of sins: and I do 
acknowledge humbly unto the Lord the remission of 
my sins thereby, and biess the Lord for it; even for- 
giving up his Son to death for us all, and giving all 
that believe in his Name and Power, to partake of" 
remission through him." Vol, iii. p. 415. 1675- 

" Thus we have been taught of God to believe, 
and thus to hold It forth. And we have no other 
Justifier, Condemner, Saviour, or Intercessor, thai 
He that laid down the life of the body, offering it 
up a sacrifice to his Father without the gates of 
Jerusalem." Vol. iv. p. 370. 1675. 
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